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Gateway South Transmission Project
Scoping Comment Submittals

AGENCY

Federal

1. Bureau of Land Management – White River Field Office
2. Bureau of Land Management – Price Field Office
3. Bureau of Land Management – Colorado Northwest District Office
4. National Park Service – National Trails Intermountain Region
5. National Park Service – Intermountain Regional Office
6. Environmental Protection Agency – Region 8
7. Ashley National Forest – Forest Geologist
8. Ashley National Forest – Visual Resources
9. Ashley National Forest – Environmental Coordinator

10. U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service – Western Colorado Field Office

State

11. Central Utah Water Conservancy District
12. Wyoming Senate District 11 – Larry Hicks, State Senator
13. Wyoming Game and Fish Department
14. Colorado Department of Natural Resources, Division of Wildlife
15. Colorado State Board of Land Commissioners
16. Utah Public Lands Policy Coordination Office

Local (City and County)

17. Carbon County, Wyoming – Board of Commissioners
18. Carbon County, Wyoming – Economic Development Corporation
19. Emery County, Utah – Board of Commissioners
20. Emery County, Utah – Public Lands Administration
21. Sanpete County, Utah – Economic Development Office
22. Moffat County, Colorado – Land Use Board, Recreation
23. Sweetwater County, Wyoming – Board of Commissioners
24. Uintah County, Utah – County Commission
25. City of Rawlins, Wyoming
26. Coalition of Local Governments, Wyoming
27. Roosevelt City, Utah
28. Town of Rangley, Colorado – Mayor Davis
29. Moffat County, Colorado – County Commissioners
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TRIBAL GOVERNMENTS

No comments received during scoping period.

INDIVIDUALS

30. Reed Allen, Jr.
31. LeeAnne Asay
32. Ferrel Atwood
33. Laura and Rex Bailey
34. John Baldi
35. John and Stacey Bateman
36. Doug and Jean Bills – 5/24/2011 (email)
37. Douglass D. and Jean W. Bills – 5/24/2011 (email)
38. Doug and Jean Bills – 5/25/2011 (letter)
39. Douglass D. Bills – 6/3/2011 (comment form)
40. J.C. Brewer
41. Stan Burch
42. Diane Butler
43. Jack Butterfield
44. Matthew and Susan Carlson
45. Jimmy L. Castillo
46. Tony and Dalia Colindres – 6/23/2011 (email)
47. Tony and Dalia Colindres – 6/28/2011 (email)
48. Sue Cook and Irven Olson
49. Bob and Lexine Davis
50. Shane Deeter
51. Kevin Denney
52. Ryan Deveraux
53. Jack Dishong – 4/22/2011
54. Jack Dishong – 5/12/2011
55. David Downs
56. Michael J. and Margaret A. Duzik
57. Edward C. Jessen Family Trust
58. Affel H. Erekson
59. Roger and Norene Eschler
60. Pat Eyre
61. John S. Frisby/Christine F. Turpine for Frisby Family, LLC
62. Lydia Garvey
63. Gary Gilbert – 5/10/2011 (email)
64. Gary Gilbert – 5/12/2011 (comment form)
65. Mechelle Grant
66. Darrell Hafen – 5/11/2011 (letter)
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67. Darrell Hafen – 6/2/2011 (letter)
68. Reed and Kaye Hammond
69. Wayne and Moreen Henderson
70. John Hill (Cripple Cowboy Cow Outfit, Inc.)
71. Pamela Hones
72. Herm Hoops
73. Renee Howes
74. Paul Jacob
75. Jared Jacques
76. Edward and Jessen Family Trust
77. Kathy and Pat Jordan
78. Joyce Key
79. Earnie Lambert
80. Jack McAllister
81. Paul MCallister
82. Warren and Kathleen McClellan
83. Wes McStay
84. Nonie and Randy Montgomery
85. Uwe Paul Mudrow
86. Gregg and Victoria Olson
87. Richard and Evelyn Ott
88. Tori and Jeff Pack
89. Winfield Pankey
90. Curtis and Veronica Pell
91. Paul Percival
92. Rich Phillips
93. Jason Pieczonka
94. Stan Larson
95. Davie Robertson
96. Eric Ross
97. Jerry Ross
98. Keith Ross
99. Oran and Amy Rundberg

100. Christopher Schmidt
101. Donna and George Schneider
102. Cory and Vickie Shaw
103. Michael A. Smith
104. Patricia S. Smith
105. John and Monica Spehler – 5/31/2011
106. John and Monica Spehler – 6/1/2011
107. Stephen Stanton – 4/5/2011
108. Stephen Stanton – 6/2/2011
109. Warren L. Stanton
110. Brett Stewart
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111. Vernon and Sandra Swasey
112. Raymond Torcell
113. Ray Vandeweerd
114. Dean Visintainer
115. C. Wagstaff
116. Rolf Walpole
117. Sherry Weber
118. Lee R. Williams
119. James Willis
120. Noemi Willis
121. Tom Willis
122. Hall Wing
123. Capt. M.L. Obando, Ret.

SPECIAL INTEREST GROUPS

124. Utah Farm Bureau

Environmental
125. Friends of Northwest Colorado Group
126. Alliance for Historic Wyoming
127. American Rock Art Research Association
128. Wyoming Wildlife Federation
129. Colorado Cattlemen’s Agricultural Land Trust
130. Western Resource Advocates (without listed exhibits)
131. Trout Unlimited
132. Biodiversity Conservation Alliance

Corporations
133. Rocky Mountain Power
134. Anadarko Petroleum Corporation – 4/25/2011 (letter)
135. Anadarko Petroleum Corporation – 6/30/2011 (email)
136. Blue Mountain Energy – Deserado Mine
137. Enterprise Products
138. Kinder Morgan
139. N.W. Services
140. Overland Trail Cattle Company, LLC
141. Plains Pipeline
142. Power Company of Wyoming, LLC
143. Vermillion Ranch Limited Partnership
144. TransWest Express, LLC

Recreation
145. Peterson Outfitters
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FORM LETTERS

146. Brad Blumenthal
147. Craig H. Burnham
148. Carol L. Campbell
149. Stephen Cooper
150. Kim and Linda Crandall and Lynn and Beth Crandall
151. Dan D’Amico
152. Susan D’Amico
153. Gaye H. England
154. Glenn C. England
155. Beth S. Johnson
156. F. Brent Johnson
157. Lab Family Trust – Dean Lab, Trustee
158. Lab Family Trust – Deena J. Lab, Trustee
159. Michael T. Lami
160. Evelyn W. Loveless
161. Jann T. Nixon
162. Richard H. Nixon
163. David Ostberg
164. James Paystrup
165. Bruce Reemsnyder
166. Mitchell Rudd
167. Dean Sweat
168. Florence B. Taylor



AGENCY



Federal



Submittal 1 Submittal 2
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United States Department of the Interior
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

Colorado Northwest District Office 
2815 H Road 

Grand Junction, CO  81506 

MEMORANDUM 

To:  Tamara Gertsch, Energy Gateway South Project Manager 

From:  Dave Rosenkrance, CO NW Associate District Manager 

Date:  July 12, 2011 

RE:  Issue Paper on Energy Gateway South Transmission Line Alternatives 

Issue

As the Energy Gateway South Transmission Line Project EIS is developed and alternatives are 
created and vetted, it is important for the Colorado NW District Offices affected by the project to 
present a consistent message as to which alternatives are viable and which alternatives the offices 
feel may not be viable due to issues such as cultural resources, Greater Sage Grouse habitat, 
Listed and sensitive species habitat, priority view sheds, etc. 

Discussion

NW District Field Office Concerns 

Little Snake Field Office –

- Route that passes through WY into UT, bypassing CO altogether. 

Resource Concerns: None. 

- Eastern-most route that passes south down Hwy 13 and east out Hwy 40.  This is the 
route designated in the Westwide Energy Corridor EIS. 

Resource Concerns: 

Passes through 3 active sage-grouse leks. 
Local partners, (Moffat County, city of Baggs, State Land Board) have strong 
concerns about the private land issues along this route. 

Submittal 3 

- Western-most route that goes down 7-Mile Ridge.

Resource Concerns: 

Passes through 3 active sage-grouse leks. 
Substantial visual concerns, as this route is located on a ridge top that will be seen 
from long distances away. (LSFO thinks there may be an opportunity to move this 
route slightly to the east to mitigate the visual concerns. We'd like the LSFO IDT to 
look at this a little closer). 
The route skirts the Sand Wash HMA. Wild horse interests have expressed concerns 
over this route. 
The 1-mile buffer of this route skirts Cross Mountain WSA.  Conservation interests 
have expressed concerns over this route for this reason. 
This is not a designated corridor in the Westwide Energy Corridor EIS. 

- Central route(s) that pass through Great Divide. 

Resource Concerns: 

This route is not a designated corridor for above-ground ROWs in the Westwide 
Energy Corridor EIS. 
These routes pass through the largest sage-grouse core area in Colorado.  The line 
transects 14 active sage-grouse leks.  FO expects very significant impacts to greater 
sage-grouse from this alternative. 
Visual concerns.  Great Divide is very open, so the lines could be seen from long 
distances. 

White River Field Office –

Corridor ID: C102 (Follows Highway 13)

Resource Concerns: 

Follows the  Meeker North corridor – the WWEC Amendment changed this corridor 
from buried only to electric only so there is no new amendment required  
Overlaps areas mapped as landslide areas which are also classified as avoidance 
areas for land use authorizations (including ROWs) in the RMP 

Corridor ID: C151, C150 (Follows Colorow-Greasewood)

Resource Concerns: 
Follows the Colorow-Greasewood corridor that is designated as buried only in the 
WWEC Amendment; requires a plan amendment 
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Corridor ID: C220, C200, C185, C181, C180, C104 (Meeker to Rangely)

Resource Concerns:

Largely follows the Meeker-Rangely corridor established in the 1997 RMP – this 
may need a plan amendment. The Meeker-Rangely corridor is open for above-
ground utilities but it overlaps with the Colorow-Greasewood corridor that was 
designated as buried only in the RMP and also in the WWEC Amendment. 
Segment C220 is outside of a designated corridor; no plan amendment needed since 
the 1997 RMP designates everything open unless it is an avoidance or exclusion area 
Rio Blanco County does not want the power line to follow Highway 64 along the 
White River. 

Corridor ID: C195, C196 (Follows Dragon Trail)

Resource Concerns: 

Segment C196 is partially outside of a designated corridor; no plan amendment 
needed since the 1997 RMP designates everything open unless it is an avoidance or 
exclusion area 
Segment C195 and portions of C196 follow the Dragon Trail-Atchee Ridge corridor 
designated as buried only in the 1997 RMP; requires a plan amendment 
Segment C196 overlaps portions of the Texas-Missouri-Evacuation Creek area 
which is designated as an avoidance area for major new rights-of-way in the RMP 
Segment C196 overlaps areas mapped as landslide areas which are also classified as 
avoidance areas for land use authorizations (including ROWs) in the RMP 
Segment C195 goes through a corner of the Canyon Pintado National Historic 
District which is classified as an avoidance area for land use authorizations in the 
RMP

Corridor ID: C177 (Cactus Reservoir)

Resource Concerns: 

Outside of a designated corridor; no plan amendment needed since the 1997 RMP 
designates everything open unless it is an avoidance or exclusion area 

Corridor ID: C175, C186, C187 (Follows Highway 40)

Resource Concerns: 

Follows the Elk Springs-Dinosaur corridor established in the 1997 RMP and in the 
WWEC Amendment 

Grand Junction Field Office –

- Western route that parallels the Colorado/Utah border. 

Resource Concerns: 

This route partially overlaps the Badger Wash ACEC.  The GJFO would request that 
the ACEC be avoided if this route is chosen. 
This route partially overlaps the Demaree WSA.  The GJFO would request that the 
WSA be avoided if this route is chosen.
Highway 139 is a designated Scenic Byway. 
This area contains slumping soils, which could be an issue for construction activities. 
This route partially overlaps the McInnis Canyons NCA.   The GJFO would request 
that the NCA be avoided if this route is chosen.

- East/West Route that traverses the Book Cliffs. 

Resource Concerns: 

Visual concerns.  The area surrounding Mt. Garfield is highly visible from almost 
all viewpoints in the Grand Valley.  The GJFO would ask for certain design features 
that would help reduce visual impacts from the line traversing the Book Cliffs and 
making its way down into the Grand Valley, should this route be chosen. 
T&E Cactus are found within the corridor for this route. 
Raptor issues due to the proximity to the Colorado River. 
Some areas of the proposed corridor have been identified as unsuitable for ROWs in 
the 1987 GJFO RMP. 
The GJFO would request that the project stay within the Westwide Energy 
Corridor, rather than the Coal Canyon Corridor, should this route be chosen. 

Colorado River Valley Field Office –

- Route in which the proposed line follows Highway 13 and the Westwide Energy 
Corridor. 

Resource Concerns: 

None

Impact/Consequences

Several of the alternative routes, including the applicant-proposed corridor, include serious 
resource and public conflicts including, but not limited to:  visual conflicts, sage grouse conflicts, 
conflicts with local partners and conflicts with special designation areas (wilderness areas, 
wilderness study areas, areas of critical environmental concern).
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These conflicts may or may not be mitigable down to a level that all involved can be satisfied 
with.  The NEPA process itself will reveal if the impacts to the resources are indeed mitigable. 

Sage Grouse and other T&E conflicts have historically drawn litigants and have cost the BLM 
and the Solicitors many hours of manpower and precious funding. 

1

WYMail Gateway To
South Trans Line Michael_Elliott@nps.gov
Sent by: Tamara cc
Gertsch GatewaySouth_WYMail@blm.gov, John

Keck/DENVER/NPS@NPS,
Beverly_Gorny@blm.gov

05/09/2011 11:29 bcc
AM

Subject
Re: Gateway South Transmission Line
and National Historic Trails
D833169B4DC0BA358725788B005487AB

Hi Michael:

Thank you for your project comment. Early on in the project we invited the NPS to become a
cooperating agency on the project and they declined, however we would be very happy to work
with you to add NPS as a cooperating agency at this time. Can you let me know who we should
address the correspondence to (who will sign the MOU), including name, address, phone number
and email, and who will be the Project contact, including the same information, and we will
get the documents sent out right away and also work to get the appropriate individuals added
to our project sharepoint site.

Thanks again!

Regards,

Tamara

Tamara Gertsch
BLM National Project Manager
5353 Yellowstone Road
Cheyenne, WY 82009
Tamara_Gertsch@blm.gov

307 775 6115

Submittal 4
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2

Michael_Elliott@
nps.gov

To
05/09/2011 09:13 GatewaySouth_WYMail@blm.gov
AM cc

Subject
Gateway South Transmission Line and
National Historic Trails

Dear Ms. Gertsch,
Please add me to email/mailing list for updates on the Gateway South Transmission Line

Project. It appears that some of the routes will cross and possibly adversely affect the Old
Spanish National Historic Trail administered by this office of the National Park Service. We
would also like to become a cooperating agency for consultation purposes and a partner in
developing any Programmatic Agreements regarding cultural resources management. Thank you
for your assistance, and please contact me if you have any questions.
Best regards,
Mike Elliott
*****************************************
Michael L. Elliott
Cultural Resources Specialist
National Trails Intermountain Region
National Park Service
PO Box 728
Santa Fe, NM 87504 0728
Street: 1100 Old Santa Fe Trail
voice: (505) 988 6092
fax: (505) 986 5214

"to conserve the scenery and the natural and historic objects and the wild life therein and
to provide for the enjoyment of the same in such manner and by such means as will leave them
unimpaired for the enjoyment of future generations"
The National Park Service Organic Act (16 U.S.C. 1.1), August 25, 1916

1

Cheryl_Eckhardt@n To
ps.gov GatewaySouth_WYMail@blm.gov

cc
06/29/2011 02:24 waso_eqd_extrev@nps.gov,
PM robert_f_stewart@ios.doi.gov,

Michael_Elliott@nps.gov,
Dennis_Burmeister@nps.gov

bcc

Subject
Comments on DEC 11/0084, Energy
Gateway South 500 kV Alternating
Current Transmission Line Project

Hi Tamara,

Please accept the attached comments.

(See attached file: DEC.11.0084 Energy Gateway Transmission Comment
Memo.pdf)

Cheryl
____________________________________________
Cheryl Eckhardt
Environmental Compliance Specialist
NPS Intermountain Regional Office
12795 W. Alameda Pkwy.
Denver, Colorado 80225 0287
Tel: 303.969.2851
Fax: 303.969.2717
Email: cheryl_eckhardt@nps.gov
EQ Intranet: http://inside.nps.gov/regions/orglist.cfm?lv=2&rgn=274
(See attached file: DEC.11.0084 Energy Gateway Transmission Comment
Memo.pdf)

Submittal 5
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DEC-11/0084

United States Department of the Interior

NATIONAL PARK SERVICE 
INTERMOUNTAIN REGION
12795 West Alameda Parkway

PO Box 25287
Denver, Colorado 80225-0287

June 30, 2011

OFFICIAL CORRESPONDENCE SENT VIA ELECTRONIC MAIL
NO HARD COPY TO FOLLOW

Memorandum

To:  Tamara Gertsch, National Project Manager, BLM

From: Cheryl Eckhardt, Environmental Compliance Specialist, NPS

Subject:   National Park Service comments on the Notice of Intent to Prepare an Environmental Impact 
Statement for the Energy Gateway South 500-kV Alternating Current Transmission Line 
Project in Colorado, Utah, and Wyoming

Thank you for the opportunity to review and comment on the Notice of Intent to Prepare an 
Environmental Impact Statement for the Energy Gateway South 500-kV Alternating Current 
Transmission Line Project in Colorado, Utah, and Wyoming.

NPS reviewed this project in relation to any possible conflicts with the Land and Water Conservation 
Fund (LWCF) and the Urban Park and Recreation Recovery (UPARR) programs.  During this review, 
NPS noted that there are a number of LWCF projects within the states of Colorado, Utah, and Wyoming 
that could be affected by this project.  

We recommend you consult directly with the officials who administer the LWCF programs in these states 
to determine any potential conflicts with Section 6(f)(3) of the Land and Water Conservation Fund Act 
(public Law 88-578, as amended).  This section states:  “No property acquired or developed with 
assistance under this section shall, without the approval of the Secretary, be converted to other than public 
outdoor recreation uses. The Secretary shall approve such conversion only if he finds it to be in accord 
with the then existing comprehensive statewide outdoor recreation plan and only upon such conditions as 
he deems necessary to assure the substitution of other recreation properties of at least equal fair market 
value and of reasonably equivalent usefulness and location.” 

The administrators for the LWCF programs are as follows:  

Colorado:
1313 Sherman Street, Room 618, Denver, CO 80201.  Mr. Morrissey’s phone number is 303-866-3203
Ext. 4335

Thomas M. Morrissey, State Trails Program Manager, Colorado State Parks,

Utah: Susan Zarekarizi, Grants coordinator and  Lands/Environmental Coordinator, Division of Parks 
and Recreation, Utah Department of Natural Resources, 1594 West North Temple, Suite 116, Box 
146001, Salt lake City, Utah 84114-6001.  Ms. Zarekarizi’s phone number is 801-538-7496.

Wyoming: Ms. Tracy Williams, Grants Specialist, 2301 Central Avenue, Barrett Building, Cheyenne, 
Wyoming 82002.  Ms. Williams' phone number is 307-777-8681.

2

The National Trails Intermountain Region (NTIR) office of the National Park Service has reviewed the 
preliminary information available for this project. It appears that some of the alternative routes will cross 
and possibly adversely affect the Old Spanish National Historic Trail, which is administered by our 
office. We request that you add us to your email list for updates on the project. Correspondence may be 
sent to michael_elliott@nps.gov. NTIR would also like to participate in the cultural resources review 
team, if one is created, and review any Programmatic Agreements regarding cultural resources 
management strategies for the project.

Thank you for considering our comments. If you have any questions regarding the LWCF comments, 
please contact Dennis Burmeister, Outdoor Recreation Planner, at 402-661-1556.  For trails, please 
contact Michael Elliott, NPS-NTIR, at 505-988-6092.

cc:
NPS, WASO-EQD
Michael Elliott, NPS
Dennis Burmeister, NPS
Robert Stewart, DOI

D
-10



1

Anderson.Carol@ep To
amail.epa.gov GatewaySouth_WYMail@blm.gov

cc
06/29/2011 10:38
AM bcc

Subject
EPA Scoping Comment Letter

Tamara,

Attached is the electronic copy of the EPA's scoping comment letter. We will also send you a
hard copy.

Thank you for the opportunity to provide BLM with comments on this transmission project EIS.

Carol
(See attached file: gateway south scoping ltr.pdf)

Carol M. Anderson
NEPA Compliance and Review Program
US/EPA Region 8
1595 Wynkoop Street
Denver, CO 80202 1129
303 312 6058
anderson.carol@epa.gov
(See attached file: gateway south scoping ltr.pdf)

Submittal 6
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David A 
Herron/R4/USDAFS

06/17/2011 01:44 PM 

To Gina Reese/R4/USDAFS@FSNOTES 

cc Kristy L Groves/R4/USDAFS@FSNOTES, Kathy 
Paulin/R4/USDAFS@BPOS, Dustin J 
Bambrough/R4/USDAFS@FSNOTES, Scott R 
Bingham/R4/USDAFS@FSNOTES 

bcc  

Subject Fw: EGS Powerline Project 

I talked with several people at the recent EGS Scoping Meeting in Roosevelt, but didn't submit any formal 
comments at the meeting.  From my discussions at the scoping meeting, and in earlier conversations with 
them regarding this project, it was clear that our primary concerns were already being acknowledged and 
addressed.  Therefore, it didn't seem necessary to provide any formal comments at the scoping meeting. 

From my point of view, our primary concerns with this project are as follows: 

* Much of the project area, on the Ashley NF, is inventoried roadless.  Approval for this project would 
require Secretary-level approval for the proposed road construction activities.  However, some or all of 
the project-related construction could be done using helicopter support, rather than with road access.  As 
such, the project might not actually require as much road construction as you might think.  Just depends 
on how much they wish to spend on flying helicopters, rather than building roads. 

* Much of the proposed or implied road and tower-pad construction will take place on bedrock likely to 
contain significant paleo resources (fossils).  Field paleo surveys, paleo monitoring, or other paleo-
specific mitigations would be needed. 

* The proposed route largely follows an existing powerline route.  Will need to route new powerline so it 
doesn't conflict or interfere with the existing powerline. 

* The area contains both existing and proposed oil and gas development.  Although these differing uses 
are unlikely to have major conflicts, the project will need site-specific planning to avoid potential conflicts 
with existing or proposed oil and gas developments.  Leakage of radiated power from the proposed 
powerline could affect oil and gas infrastructure, if positioned to closely together. 

* Much of the project area, on the Ashley NF, is adjacent to riparian areas. 

* Otherwise, the rest of our concerns are likely to be fairly routine, and similar to project concerns 
elsewhere.  Cultural resource concerns, wildlife concerns, visuals and recreation, water quality, safety, 
and so on. 

Let me know if you have any questions on my comments above, or how I can be helpful. 

David Herron 
Forest Geologist 
Ashley National Forest 
daherron@fs.fed.us 
(435) 781-5218 

Submittal 7
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Visual Quality, Recreation, and Undeveloped Character Summary Ashley National Forest

Draft 1/13/2010 1 A.DeZort, ANF recreation planner

Analysis Needed for 3 power transmission line proposals (Energy Gateway South, Transwest Express,
and Sigurd to Red Butte transmission lines).

Affected Area on the ANF – based on proposal maps Only one route of the Energy Gateway South line
would cross the Ashley National Forest. The line would follow the Sower’s Canyon Road and an existing
utility distribution line across the Forest’s South Unit. No proposals of the other projects cross the ANF.

Ashley Data Layers Available

1986 Forest Plan VQOs

2008 Scenic Concern Routes, Sites, and Areas (CL 1 & 2) layers

2008 (planning scale only) Existing Scenic Integrity

2008 ROS Inventory

2001 Inventoried Roadless Areas

2005 Potential Wilderness Inventory

Base layers – images from visitor maps, topographic relief, and satellite

Sower’s Canyon Landscape Characteristics and Uses Sower’s Canyon is a 2 4 mile wide canyon within
a series of nearly parallel canyons. The sidewalls of the canyon are rolling hills. Cover on the landscape
is mostly shadscale, greasewood, and sagebrush, with pronounced shale and horizontal rock outcrops.
Intermediate benches have inclusions of pinion pine/juniper. A constructed native surface road and an
existing electrical transmission line follow the main drainage from the bottom of the canyon to
Reservation Ridge, with a switchback on the southern (upper) end of the drainage. The most common
uses of the area include big game hunting, livestock grazing, and oil and gas exploration and
development.

The 2008 inventory map shows Roaded Natural ROS along the proposed corridor. Either side of
the road was inventoried as roadless in 2001 and as potential wilderness in 2005. Existing disturbances
off of the road include the annual effects of cattle grazing, grazing water developments, and the visibility
of some oil development sites. A 2008 inventory of existing scenic integrity shows the entire area with
High Scenic Integrity, though a more detailed mapping project would likely map the valley bottom as
Moderate Scenic Integrity due to the existing electrical distribution line and oil developments.

The Sower’s Canyon Road was not mapped as either Scenic Concern Level One or Two in a 2008
scenery management system (SMS) inventory for forest plan revision. The road and proposed
transmission corridor within the valley are not visible from communities or other routes of concern;
Reservation Ridge, if visible from the south, is sufficiently distant to be of little scenic concern. The SMS
inventory assigned a scenic attractiveness rating of typical (B).

Forest Plan Much of the drainage is within Forest Plan Management Area N. The MA provides a range
of uses; “commodity production is modified for amenity production”. The guideline for VQOs to meet is
“as inventoried”. Modification (includes maximum modification) is the VQO inventoried. Management
Area D, also in the drainage, has a minimum VQO of Maximum Modification, unless a case is made for a
higher VQO based visitor concern. (http://www.fs.fed.us/r4/ashley/projects/lrmp/1986lrmp.shtml)

Submittal 8

Kris Rutledge/R4/USDAFS 
06/17/2011 02:45 PM To 
 Kathy Paulin/R4/USDAFS@MSOCOEX, Gina Reese/R4/USDAFS@FSNOTES 
 cc 
 Anita S DeZort/R4/USDAFS@FSNOTES, Jeffrey A Rust/R4/USDAFS@FSNOTES 
 bcc 

 Subject 
 Re: FW: EGS Powerline Project 

The Management prescriptions are mostly MA "n" with the potential of a
little MA "d".  Both MA would allow such uses. 

The Roadless Rule it's self does not prohibit powerline transmissions,
however it does state that "Although other activities [other than roads
and timber sales] may also compromise roadless area values, they resist
analysis at the national level and are best reviewed through local land
management planning."

Any powerline construction outside of the road and existing powerline
corridors would be in inventoried roadless and potential wilderness areas.

A question I have is since this analysis is being done at such a large
level will site specific analysis be required prior to implementation? 

Kris Rutledge 
Environmental Coordinator 
Ashley National Forest 
355 N. Vernal Ave. 
Vernal, UT 
(435) 781-5196 

Submittal 9

D
-15



Reid,

Thanks for inviting us to participate in the call on Tuesday. As briefly discussed on the call, we are
providing comments on the routes under consideration in Colorado for the EGS transmission line. Please
forward our comments to however else should see them at EPG. Given the various intersecting routes
under consideration, I found it best to use a labeled map--our comments are therefore contained within
the attached PowerPoint file. We are only commenting on potential routes here; I'm assuming there will
be opportunity later on to provide input as to what surveys may be appropriate for the selected route.

If you have any questions or want follow-up information, please let me know.

(See attached file: Colorado FWS EGS route comments, 2011-8.ppt) _______________________ J.
Creed Clayton, PhD Energy Team Biologist U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
764 Horizon Drive, Building B
Grand Junction, CO 81506  970-243-2778 x28

Submittal 10
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U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service—Western Colorado Field Office. Comments on potential EGS 
routes. Associated comment page addresses numbers on map (      ).

2 1

3
5

4

#

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service—Western Colorado Field Office. Comments on potential EGS routes (see associated map).

1. The routes north of Maybell run through breeding, brood-rearing, and wintering habitats for the greater sage-grouse. 
Transmission towers provide hunting perches for raptors that can prey upon sage-grouse. Because of this predation risk, sage-
grouse generally avoid trees and tall structures. In order to minimize impacts to sage-grouse, we recommend against selecting 
these routes.

2. The western-most route coming south from Wyoming into Colorado would also have impacts to the greater sage-grouse. 
However, they likely would be less severe than the routes discussed in comment #1 above. We recommend using the route 
following Highway 13 down to Craig, which should have the least adverse impact to sage-grouse. 

3. Black-footed ferrets have been reintroduced into the prairie dog colony in Coyote Basin on the Utah-Colorado border. 
Transmission towers provide hunting perches for raptors that prey upon prairie dogs. It is not fully understood how much of a
risk the presence of transmission towers might pose to resident black-footed ferrets, but they may reduce the value of the 
habitat for ferrets. For this reason, we find this route segment unfavorable.  (Although a portion of this prairie dog colony, and 
associated ferrets, extends into Colorado, the bulk of it is in Utah. Therefore, we largely defer to the Utah Field Office on this 
issue.)

4. Black-footed ferrets have also been reintroduced into Wolf Creek, just south of Highway 40 near Elk Springs, Colorado. 
Unfortunately this population has declined in the past few years due to plague. However, the area south of Highway 40 in the 
general vicinity of Elk Springs may still be important to remaining ferrets and could become more important in the future. If
possible, this route segment should include consideration of locating the EGS transmission line north of the existing Bonanza-
Craig transmission line to reduce impacts to prairie dog colonies found to the south.

5. The route segment between Rangely, CO and Bonanza, UT runs through habitat occupied by White River beardtongue 
(candidate) and Graham beardtongue (proposed Threatened). We recommend avoiding impacts to these plant species. 
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1

Gwen Booth To
<gwen.booth@wyo.g GatewaySouth_WYMail@blm.gov
ov> cc

06/30/2011 04:33 bcc
PM

Subject
Please see attached Game and Fish
Comments

Gwen Booth
Habitat Protection
Wyoming Game and Fish Department
307 777 4506
Fax 307 777 4677
E Mail Gwen.Booth@wyo.gov
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1

"Ray Peterson" To
<Ray@co.emery.ut. <GatewaySouth_WYMail@blm.gov>
us> cc

"Leslie Bolinder"
06/09/2011 11:15 <leslie@co.emery.ut.us>, "Jeff
AM Horrocks" <jeff@co.emery.ut.us>,

"Laurie Pitchforth"
<pitchforth@co.emery.ut.us>,
<JRNelson@co.emery.ut.us>

bcc

Subject
scoping comments

(See attached file: June 9, '11 Scoping Comment.doc)

Submittal 20

June 9, 2011 

Emery County Public Lands Department appreciates the opportunity to participate in the 
planning process for the Energy Gateway South Transmission Project as a cooperating 
agency, and to provide comments in scoping.  

Emery County is supportive of the project generally and believe the alternative routes 
proposed in Emery County are reasonable alternatives. The planning team should be 
aware Blue Castle Holdings Inc. (BCH) is focused on enabling the construction and 
operation of a two-unit nuclear power plant near Green River, Utah. This first project has 
been designated as the Blue Castle Project. The complete Federal licensing and State 
planning of a site for deploying a new nuclear power production facility is being 
conducted to provide predictable, cost competitive new base load electric power 
generation and to reduce developmental risk for electric utilities. Alternative U490 is 
more attractive because of this project. 

One other positive aspect of having the lines in Emery County is related to the other 
opportunities it creates in terms of energy generation, both traditional and renewable.

Emery County does have concerns with route U630, where it crossed Forest Service land 
west of Huntington. These forest lands are the watershed for our communities, and 
watershed health is the most critical issue of management of these public lands. Should 
U630 be selected and implemented, any potential impacts to watershed need to be 
evaluated, eliminated or mitigated satisfactorily.   

Sincerely,

Ray D. Petersen 
Emery County Public Lands Administrator 
PO Box 1298 
Castle Dale, Utah   84513 
435 381 5552
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1

Subject: Forwarded from Gateway South Mailbox

Kevin Christensen To
<kevin@sanpete.co GatewaySouth_WYMail@blm.gov
m> cc

05/25/2011 10:05 bcc
AM

Subject
Comments

Please respond to
kevin@sanpete.com

Tamara,

I support the Gateway South project from Medicine Bow to Mona, Ut. In choosing a route
through Sanpete County, Utah, Please take every precaution to protect the environment,
landscape, and the Scenic Beauty
of our rural communities. I support the project as long as it doesn't
create an unnecessary eyesore for the County.

Kevin Christensen
Sanpete County
Economic Development
435 835 4321
www.sanpete.com

ENERGY GATEWAY SOUTH TRANSMISSION PROJECT
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT

Comment Form

If you wish to submit comments, please feel free to use this form or other correspondence and hand it in at a public scoping 
meeting or mail it to the following address. 

c/o
Attn: Tamara Gertsch
Bureau of Land Management 
BLM Wyoming State Office 
P.O. Box 21150
Cheyenne, WY 82003

To submit comments via email:GatewaySouth_WYMail@blm.gov

Please Print Clearly

Main thing I’d like to see is coming into Moffat County, C31 and C61, tie in between C170 and C175.  I don’t think C13 
should be a route for the powerline.  The C45 and C50 routes are through the great divide area that is a critical Sage 
Grouse habitat.  The C31 and C61 stretch is called Seven Mile Ridge, this is primarily all on BLM ground, this would be 
preferable for the power project.

The eastern route would be through a lot more private property and lots of easements and a lot longer route through 
Meeker, following Hwy 13, but crosses the Highway a lot of times.  Don’t think it should go through eastern route 
because of needing to have to buy easements through private property.

Please add me to the mailing list for preparation of this environmental impact statement

Name:Dave Watson  Date:5/17/2011 

Title: Board Member, Recreation Organization You Represent:County Land Use Board                 
Mailing Address:324 Clay Avenue City: Craig State: CO Zip:81625 

Telephone (optional):970-824-7343 

Please Note:
Comments are due by June 30, 2011

Before including your address, phone number, email address, or other personal identifying information in your 
comment, you should be aware that your entire comment -- including your personal identifying information -- may 

be made publicly available at any time.  While you can ask us in your comment to withhold your personal identifying 
information from public review, we cannot guarantee that we will be able to do so.
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1

"Diane Coltharp" To
<dcoltharp@co.uin <GatewaySouth_WYMail@blm.gov>
tah.ut.us> cc

06/27/2011 10:40 bcc
AM

Subject
Uintah County Scoping comments

Dear Ms. Gertsch, Attached are the Uintah County Comments for the scoping period of the
proposed Energy Gateway South Transmission Project, along with a map showing the recommended
route A hard copy of the County’s comments is also being sent.

Thank you, Diane

[IMAGE]

Diane Coltharp

Uintah County Public Lands Specialist

152 East 100 North

Vernal, UT 84078

Tel: (435) 781 5483

Fax: (435) 781 5494

dcoltharp@co.uintah.ut.us
(Embedded image moved to file: pic31907.jpg)
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1

"Steve Golnar" To
<citymanager@rawl <GatewaySouth_WYMail@blm.gov>
ins wyoming.com> cc

<pmurdock@blm.gov>, "'Dennis J.
06/28/2011 03:00 Carpenter '"
PM <Dennis_Carpenter@blm.gov>,

"'Leslie Blythe '"
<leslie.blythe@pacificorp.com>,
"Amy Bach"
<amybach@rawlins wyoming.com>,
<pbworks@rawlins wyoming.com>

bcc

Subject
City of Rawlins objection to Route
"w29" Gateway South

[IMAGE]

A hard copy will follow.

cid:image001.jpg@01C9F3D7.0224BC90

Steven B. Golnar

City Manager

City of Rawlins

521 West cedar Street

P.O. Box 953

Rawlins, WY 82301

Office: 307 328 4581

Cell: 307 710 5399

Email: citymanager@rawlins wyoming.com

TO:  BLM  RE: Gateway South Transmission Line Project 

From:  Steve Golnar, Rawlins City Manager 
   Amy Bach, Community Development Director 

RE: City of Rawlins Objection to Gateway South Alternative Route “w29” 

Date: June 28, 2011 

The City of Rawlins is concerned about the numerous high power electricity transmission lines 
which are currently proposed that will border the City of Rawlins on both the North and South.  
The city is currently limited on expansion to the south given the facts that: 
 Numerous high pressure gas transmission lines already exist south of Interstate 80,  
 The Wyoming State Penitentiary is already developed to the south of the City, and
 A couple of other power lines are already proposed to proceed south of Rawlins (Gateway 

 West and TransWest Express transmission lines.) 

Any proposed power line to the north will limit our expansion to the north where we anticipate 
growth. The new consolidated Rawlins Elementary School has been developed on the 
northern edge of the community which is very near the Middle school and High School. We 
feel that the clustering of school facilities will encourage future growth patterns to extend to 
the north in Rawlins.

In summary, because of the above concerns, the City of Rawlins voices its opposition to the 
Rocky Mountain Power Energy Gateway South Transmission Project transmission line route 
alternative “w29” located north of the City of Rawlins, WY as for the City of Rawlins to be 
bordered in both north and south directions will impact our future development. 

Steve Golnar,       Amy Bach 
Rawlins City Manager     Community Development Director 
521 West Cedar Street     City of Rawlins 
Rawlins, WY 82301     521 West Cedar Street 
Phone:  307-328-4500     Rawlins, WY 82301 
Cell:    307-710-5399     Phone: 307-328-4500 
Email:    citymanager@rawlins-wyoming.com Email:  amybach@rawlins-wyoming.com
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"Clerk" To
<clerk@cebrooks.c <GatewaySouth_WYMail@blm.gov>
om> cc

06/30/2011 03:38 bcc
PM

Subject
Coalition of Local Governments'
Comments on Gateway South

Whom It May Concern:

Attached please find the Coalition of Local Governments' comments on the Proposed Energy
Gateway South Transmission Line Project. Please let me know if you have any problems with the
attached document.

Thank you,

Amelia Pergl
Legal Assistant
C.E. Brooks & Associates, P.C.
303 E. 17th Avenue, Suite 650
Denver, CO 80203
Tel. 303 297 9100 Fax. 303 297 9101
(See attached file: CLG Gateway South Comments 063011.pdf)

COALITION OF LOCAL GOVERNMENTS
925 SAGE AVENUE, SUITE 302
KEMMERER, WY 83101

COUNTY COMMISSIONS AND CONSERVATION DISTRICTS FOR CARBON, FREMONT, LINCOLN, 
SWEETWATER, UINTA, AND SUBLETTE - WYOMING

June 30, 2011

VIA EMAIL ONLY
BLM Wyoming State Office
Energy Gateway South Transmission Project
5353 Yellowstone Road
P.O. Box 21150
Cheyenne, Wyoming 82003
Attention: Tamara Gertsch, National Project Manager
GatewaySouth_WYMail@blm.gov

Re: Coalition of Local Government’s Comments on the Proposed Gateway South 
Transmission Line Project in Wyoming, Colorado and Utah

Dear Ms. Gertsch,

The Wyoming Coalition of Local Government (CLG) members Sweetwater 
County, the Sweetwater County Conservation District (SCCD) and the Little Snake River 
Conservation District (LSRCD) submit the following scoping comments on the Bureau of 
Land Management’s (BLM) Notice of Intent to Prepare an Environmental Impact 
Statement for the Proposed Energy Gateway South 500-Kilovolt (kV) Alternating 
Current Transmission Line Project in Wyoming, Colorado and Utah, and Possible Land 
Use Plan Amendments. Both SCCD and LSRCD are cooperating agencies on this project.

1. Coordination with State and Local Government Agencies

In Wyoming, some of the identified corridors are concentrated in Checkerboard or 
other private lands. Thus, jurisdiction is not solely with federal agencies. CLG should be 
involved early in the process. BLM must also consult with the cooperating agencies at the 
earliest point practicable and involve the cooperating agencies in the decision making 
process to ensure that the local government agency issues are addressed in a timely 
fashion.
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Tamara Gertsch 
National Project Manager
June 30, 2011
Page 2

While the CLG generally supports transmission lines, it must separately 
determine that the development is consistent with local plans and ordinances and that 
appropriate rights-of-way and special use permits have been granted.

2. Consistency with Local Land Use Plans and Policies

Under FLPMA, BLM must analyze the proposed Gateway South Project to 
determine if it is consistent with local land use plans and policies. 43 U.S.C. §1712(c)(9). 
As directed in their respective land use plans and policies, CLG members strive to protect 
agricultural land uses and its ranching and farming heritage, as it is a primary foundation 
of their custom and culture. See e.g., SCCD Land and Resource Use Plan and Policy at 51 
(2005) (“The production of livestock in Sweetwater County is necessary to the livelihood 
of the ranching/farming businesses and related industries and it is also vital to the well-
being and continued health of natural resources on federal, state and private lands”).  
BLM, therefore, must work closely with the affected CLG members to ensure that the 
Gateway South Project is consistent with local land use plans and policies.

3. Wyoming Checkerboard

Segments of the identified routes run through the Wyoming Checkerboard. CLG 
assumes that the project proponent will apply for the appropriate approvals from the 
affected counties and has rights-of-way from the landowners.

4. Socioeconomic Impacts

The social and economic impacts should consider temporary impacts of 
construction, and competition for labor and housing in the affected Wyoming counties, 
including Sweetwater County. It is not clear whether there will be any long-term benefits.

5. Livestock Grazing Impacts

In its scoping notice, BLM identified several resource issues none of which 
included impacts to livestock grazing or rangeland management. The impacts of energy 
corridors on livestock grazing operations may be potentially significant. Most of the land 
area affected is subject to 10-year livestock grazing permits that enjoy the same legal 
status as a right-of-way permit. 

Tamara Gertsch 
National Project Manager
June 30, 2011
Page 3

BLM must evaluate the proposed project’s potentially significant impact on 
livestock grazing operations. As required by NEPA and the Federal Land Policy and 
Management Act (FLPMA), BLM needs to consider the full spectrum of the affected 
environment, including impacts to livestock grazing and the range resource. 40 C.F.R. 
§§1508.13, 1508.14; 43 U.S.C. §1702(c).

This analysis should include increased off and on-road traffic, increased number 
of speeding vehicles, construction of new roads and modifications to existing roads, 
destroyed cattle guards, increased number of vehicles in the area causing death or 
impairments of livestock, cut fences, opened gates, damaged range improvements, 
decreased AUMs and pastures for grazing, decreased palatability of vegetation and forage 
from road dust and development activities, unsuccessful reclamation of disturbed areas, 
introduction and spread of noxious weeds, and other detrimental social and economic 
impacts on livestock operators and livestock management operations.

The Gateway South project must also properly mitigate for these operational 
impacts to livestock grazing. This could be accomplished by the inclusion of a detailed 
mitigation plan developed in consultation with CLG, and affected livestock grazing 
permittees, that will address their concerns and recommendations. BLM and the operator 
also need to consult and coordinate with livestock grazing permittees to reduce the effects 
of construction on grazing operations to a minimum.

6. Reclamation

Reclamation remains a difficult issue largely due to alkaline soils, climate, 
altitude and lack of moisture. CLG supports the continued evolution of reclamation 
practices, including the efforts spearheaded by the State of Wyoming. Rights-of-way are 
especially problematic given visibility issues from changed vegetation.

7. Monitoring

CLG supports a monitoring plan to ensure compliance with Operator terms and 
conditions, especially reclamation. The terms and conditions are meaningless if they 
cannot be met or are never confirmed. Experience with construction throughout 
Wyoming also shows that monitoring is the best way to learn what will succeed and what 
will not.
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Tamara Gertsch 
National Project Manager
June 30, 2011
Page 4

8. Cultural Resources and National Historic Trails

The affected area has a number of historic trails and other routes said to be 
historic. BLM must follow the handbook in assessing the impacts of the cultural 
resources and the significance of such resources. In addition, CLG suggests that BLM 
reevaluate any claimed historic trail segments using the How to Apply the National 
Register Criteria for Evaluation, National Register Bulletin 51 (1995), (NRB #51). Those 
portions of the trails or routes that are no longer visible or which have fallen into modern 
use would not qualify.

Segments of the identified routes will bisect the Cherokee Trail and appear to be 
near the Rawlins Baggs Road. BLM generally applies special visual criteria within view 
of the trails. If the trail segments are no longer visible, then there should be no issue. If, 
however, they are intact, then the rights-of-way must mitigate any impacts.

9. Visual Impacts

To the extent the identified route deviate from existing rights-of-way, the EIS 
must address visual impacts. The routes through Sweetwater and Carbon County areas 
are generally VRM Classes III and IV, but the Gateway South Project must be reconciled 
with any restrictive VRM Class II designations in the Kemmerer RMP.

Portions of the alternative routes also run through the “citizen proposed” Adobe 
Town Complex. Thus, visual impacts may be a major issue, notwithstanding the 
Kemmerer RMP decisions, and BLM must address the issue. 

10. Wild Lands and Alleged Wilderness Characteristics

While CLG members strongly object to the Wild Lands Policy as unlawful, this 
project presents a clear example of how the Wild Lands Policy will potentially affect the 
rights-of-way.

Portions of the proposed routes run through the Adobe Town complex identified 
by The Wilderness Society (TWS) in August of 2010 as having wilderness 
characteristics. The proposal was made under the auspices of nominating areas for master 
lease planning. Nevertheless, it identified about 1.2 million acres of public lands south of 
I-80 and into northwestern Colorado for special review. Of the 1.2 million acres, TWS 

Tamara Gertsch 
National Project Manager
June 30, 2011
Page 5

identified 473,910 acres as having wilderness characteristics. Other route segments and 
alternatives affect wilderness inventory areas in Utah.

Interior Secretary Salazar’s June 1, 2011 direction to BLM with respect to the 
Wild Lands Policy continues to emphasize the maintenance of wilderness character 
inventories and the consideration of such purported wilderness characteristics in making 
project level decisions. BLM, therefore, must address and disclose the extent to which the 
Gateway South Project may proceed in consideration of these policies.

11. Sage Grouse Management

BLM is currently revising sage grouse guidelines as an RMP amendment. The 
core areas and the land use restrictions that apply remain uncertain. They are however, 
trending towards greater restrictions. The EIS must address not only the impacts on the 
right-of-way but the impacts on the wind farms that are needed to make the project 
feasible.

12. Big Game Winter Ranges

The identified routes may run through crucial winter range for mule deer and 
pronghorn antelope and may affect crucial spring habitat for antelope as well. Thus, BLM 
must address the construction schedules that may have to conform to timing limitations, 
as provided for in the RMP to avoid “disruptive activities.”

13. Route Location

One of the proposed paths of the planned transmission line runs directly through 
the area east of Baggs located approximately halfway between Baggs and Dixon, WY.
The towers for the electric are 140 to 180 feet high, spaced every 1000 to 1500 feet and 
will transmit 500 kilovolts not for Wyoming but for other states. The Little Snake River 
Valley is known for its beauty and scenic landscape and viewshed. Putting the Gateway 
South transmission corridor though the middle of deeded lands in the heart of the Little 
Snake River Valley would deny the continued use of grazing and hay lands and 
destroying property values not to mention ruining the viewshed of the Valley.  The 
LSRCD supports the proposed use of the existing transmission corridor west of Baggs 
near the Carbon/Sweetwater County boundary.
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Tamara Gertsch 
National Project Manager
June 30, 2011
Page 6

14. Cumulative Effects Analysis

The EIS must address related land use actions, including other energy 
development, the wind farms, and other actions occurring in the same space and time.

Thank-you for your attention to these comments, and CLG members Sweetwater 
County and cooperating agencies SCCD and LSRCD look forward to future consultation 
and coordination on the Gateway South Project.

Sincerely,

/s/ Kent Connelly
Kent Connelly, Chairman
Coalition of Local Governments

ENERGY GATEWAY SOUTH TRANSMISSION PROJECT
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT

              Comment Form 

If you wish to submit comments, please feel free to use this form or other correspondence and hand it in at a public scoping 
meeting or mail it to the following address.  

c/o
Attn: Tamara Gertsch 
Bureau of Land Management
BLM Wyoming State Office  
P.O. Box 21150 
Cheyenne, WY 82003 

To submit comments via email: GatewaySouth_WYMail@blm.gov
Please Print Clearly 

 

Comments: (Please use back if additional space is needed)

I am a representative of Roosevelt City. I support Rocky Mountain Power’s recommendation to eliminate the alternative 
route that includes U-420 and U-410. This route could impact a large portion of Roosevelt City, which would impact 
primarily residential development. This area has high potential for future development. There is existing power line, 
owned by Deseret Generation, that has impacted this area already.  

x Please add me to the mailing list for preparation of this environmental impact statement 

Name: Roger Eschler   Date: May 24, 2011 

Title: Asst. Administrator Organization that You Represent: Roosevelt City Self   
Mailing Address:255 South State City: Roosevelt State: UT  Zip: 84066 

Telephone (optional): 435-722-5001 

Please Note: 
Comments are due by June 30, 2011

Before including your address, phone number, email address, or other personal identifying information in your 
comment, you should be aware that your entire comment -- including your personal identifying information -- may 

be made publicly available at any time.  While you can ask us in your comment to withhold your personal identifying 
information from public review, we cannot guarantee that we will be able to do so.

Submittal 27
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TRIBAL GOVERNMENTS



Energy Gateway South Transmission Project D-55 August 2011 
Draft Scoping Report 

Tribal Governments 

No comments received from tribal governments during scoping period. 



INDIVIDUALS



Submittal 30 

ENERGY GATEWAY SOUTH TRANSMISSION PROJECT
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT

              Comment Form 

If you wish to submit comments, please feel free to use this form or other correspondence and hand it in at a public scoping 
meeting or mail it to the following address.  

c/o
Attn: Tamara Gertsch 
Bureau of Land Management
BLM Wyoming State Office  
P.O. Box 21150 
Cheyenne, WY 82003 

To submit comments via email: GatewaySouth_WYMail@blm.gov
Please Print Clearly 

 

Comments: (Please use back if additional space is needed)

Regarding the U490 alternative on BLM land near the base of the Book Cliffs there are some indian writings and also a 
split rock that on Solstice allows the sun to shine in its center.  I want to make sure that is not disturbed.
My biggest concern of the project going through our property is not really a concern since the 2 mile study corridor 
makes it possible that they won’t have to take our property.
The impact of the big towers is not something I’d want to see. 

Please add me to the mailing list for preparation of this environmental impact statement 

Name:  LeeAnne Asay Date: June 2, 2011 

Title:  Organization that You Represent: Self  X 
Mailing Address: PO Box 351 City:  Moab State: UT  Zip: 84532 

Telephone (optional):  435-260-8644 

Please Note: 
Comments are due by June 30, 2011

Before including your address, phone number, email address, or other personal identifying information in your 
comment, you should be aware that your entire comment -- including your personal identifying information -- may 

be made publicly available at any time.  While you can ask us in your comment to withhold your personal identifying 
information from public review, we cannot guarantee that we will be able to do so.
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ENERGY GATEWAY SOUTH TRANSMISSION PROJECT
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT

              Comment Form 

If you wish to submit comments, please feel free to use this form or other correspondence and hand it in at a public scoping 
meeting or mail it to the following address.  

c/o
Attn: Tamara Gertsch 
Bureau of Land Management
BLM Wyoming State Office  
P.O. Box 21150 
Cheyenne, WY 82003 

To submit comments via email: GatewaySouth_WYMail@blm.gov
Please Print Clearly 

 

Comments: (Please use back if additional space is needed)

Bottom of map #56, Top of Map #69, Map ID # 09434 
The existing power line on my property is within the 2 mile study area.  I have 3 lots there and it goes through 2 of them, 
I am agin it!  I believe that if you don’t protect it then my kids and their kids won’t have any property left. 

Please add me to the mailing list for preparation of this environmental impact statement 

Name:  Ferrel Atwood Date: May 31, 2011 

Title:  Organization that You Represent: Self   
Mailing Address:PO box 1283 City:  Huntington State: UT  Zip: 84528 

Telephone (optional):  435-687-9715 

Please Note: 
Comments are due by June 30, 2011

Before including your address, phone number, email address, or other personal identifying information in your 
comment, you should be aware that your entire comment -- including your personal identifying information -- may 

be made publicly available at any time.  While you can ask us in your comment to withhold your personal identifying 
information from public review, we cannot guarantee that we will be able to do so.

Submittal 32 
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1

"John Baldi" To
<john@baldi.us> <constructionprojects@pacificorp.co

m>, <gatewaysouth_wymail@blm.gov>,
04/26/2011 02:29 <jamesw1@juno.com>
PM cc

bcc

Subject
gateway south transmission project
comments

I’ve recently been informed that a 500KV power line is being proposed through the Moondance
Ranch development near Duchesne UT, of which I am the owner of 40 acres (lot #28).

I find it unbelievable that such a project would be proposed to traverse through the middle
of a privately owned land development where people have purchased land to enjoy the beauty of
the land and build homes.

Having transmission lines traverse this development would make some of the lots worthless,
and devalue the remaining ones.

I would urge you to select an alternative route which does not impact property owners and
devalue their property.

Thanks for your consideration.

John Baldi

Submittal 35 
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1

j y

"Doug Bills" To
<dougandjean@comc <GatewaySouth_WYMail@blm.gov>
ast.net> cc

05/24/2011 11:11 bcc
PM

Subject
Protest of Proposed Line up Argyle
Canyon

To BLM Project Managers

We have three inputs you should seriously consider before routing the transmission line
through Argyle Canyon:
1. The proposed line would run directly over some of the finest rock art in the canyon.
2. Because of the zig zag path up the canyon severe power losses would occur.
3. The proposed route on the Anthro is a better choice because of the easier terrain and
straight line route which would result in easier installation of the line and lower line
losses.

As ever,
Doug and Jean Bills
Argyle Property Owners

1

j y

"Doug Bills" To
<dougandjean@comc <GatewaySouth_WYMail@blm.gov>
ast.net> cc

05/24/2011 11:01 bcc
PM

Subject
Protest of Proposed Route thru
Argyle Canyon

To: BLM Project Managers

One of the alternative routes for the proposed Gateway South Transmission Line is thru
Argyle Canyon. The proposed route should not be considered for the following reasons:

(1) The proposed route would run next to some of the finest known rock art in Argyle
Canyon. The rock art should not be disturbed if other routes are possible.

(2) The transmission line route includes a severe 90 degree turn as it enters Argyle
Canyon. The route up the canyon is through very difficult terrain. There would be severe
transmission line losses resulting from the zig zag route up the canyon.

(3) The proposed route on the Anthro is straighter and seems to be a better way of
transmitting large blocks of power with minimum waste.

As ever,
Douglass D. Bills and Jean W. Bills
Argyle Canyon Property Owners
Tele: 801 278 9113
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ENERGY GATEWAY SOUTH TRANSMISSION PROJECT
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT

Comment Form 

If you wish to submit comments, please feel free to use this form or other correspondence and hand it in at a public scoping 
meeting or mail it to the following address.  

c/o
Attn: Tamara Gertsch 
Bureau of Land Management
BLM Wyoming State Office  
P.O. Box 21150 
Cheyenne, WY 82003 

To submit comments via email:GatewaySouth_WYMail@blm.gov
Please Print Clearly 

 

Comments: (Please use back if additional space is needed)

I am a private citizen. I have a keen interest in historical items in Utah and Colorado, specifically in the Book Cliffs area. 
In 1905 the American Guilsonite Co, (originally the Barber Co.) builta railroad track from Mack, Colorado, over the Book 
Cliffs to town of Dragon in Utah (through Baxter Pass). The railroad was in use from 1905to 1938. The route made up of 
Links C196/C195 generally follows this path. The BLM has used it as a utility corridor in past. BLM’s use as anutility
corridor over the Book Cliffs is destroying the remnants of the historic Uintah Railroad and artifacts associated with the 
use and construction of the railroad and mining sites the track supportecd. The railroad is on the surface and surface-
disturbing activities associated with construction are rapidly destroying this resource.  For example, many of the 
original grades are still present; ties, spikes, and plates and all manner of old engines and parts; some support 
buildings also are present and would be affected by this alternative. I protest the selection of the alternative for these 
reasons.
I know there is an existing transmission line along these links; however, this is a smaller, less obtrusive transmission 
line and the visual impacts of the proposed transmission linewould be much more severe and do not warrant 
collocating the proposed project with these links.  
Generally, however, I support this project.  I just oppose the selection of the particular links. 

Please add me to the mailing list for preparation of this environmental impact statement 

Name:J.C. Brewer Date:May 24, 2011 

Title:  Organization that You Represent:private citizen Self  
Mailing Address: City:Vernal State:  UT Zip: 

Telephone (optional): 

Please Note: 
Comments are due by June 30, 2011

Before including your address, phone number, email address, or other personal identifying information in your 
comment, you should be aware that your entire comment -- including your personal identifying information -- may 

be made publicly available at any time.  While you can ask us in your comment to withhold your personal identifying 
information from public review, we cannot guarantee that we will be able to do so.
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butler233@comcast To
.net GatewaySouth_WYMail@blm.gov

cc
07/05/2011 04:54 butler233@comcast.net
PM bcc

Subject
Public Comment

Dear Project Manger,

We have given the following comments to Rocky Mountain Power during an open house we attended
in Nephi, but wanted to pass them on to you to be sure they were received. We hope that you
will evaluate our concerns when determining the path of the line.

“Our parcel is located along the center line of routes U625 and U621. We feel that the
alignment of these routes should be shifted to the east onto public land so that the
transmission line does not affect private landowners. We run cattle on our parcel and
adjacent parcels and are concerned that the line will affect our operation. There is also
another power line already to the south of our parcel. So, this would be 2 lines in close
proximity to our land. Also, in the last 8 9 years there have been two major forest fires in
this area so there may be a fire concern. This area also has fantastic scenic quality and the
transmission line would ruin that. That's part of the reason it would be better to put the
line on public land since as the route currently exists it would impact the scenic quality of
a private canyon that has been in a single family (Mitchell
Family) for about 160 years.”

Sincerely,

Diane Butler, Manager

Spencer Fork, LLC
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ENERGY GATEWAY SOUTH TRANSMISSION PROJECT
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT

              Comment Form 

If you wish to submit comments, please feel free to use this form or other correspondence and hand it in at a public scoping 
meeting or mail it to the following address.  

c/o
Attn: Tamara Gertsch 
Bureau of Land Management
BLM Wyoming State Office  
P.O. Box 21150 
Cheyenne, WY 82003 

To submit comments via email: GatewaySouth_WYMail@blm.gov
Please Print Clearly 

 

Comments: (Please use back if additional space is needed)

Parcel # 00-0011-2932 Block # 09518  
After speaking with RMP staff, our biggest concern is disruption of the natural flowing spring (the only water source for 
my cabin), and water lines that supply to the cabin from the spring. In the past my spring fed water system was 
disrupted during maintence of the existing line.  This cut the line in half and we lost about 1200 gallons from that 
service.  Next concern is cell phone and TV service (existing service) disruption from the corona effect, as per Direct TV 
representatives that if the power line is within line of site it will disrupt Direct TV.  We  also have heard that  cell phone 
service would be affected.  As long as they put the line to the south of where the parcel is it shouldn’t effect cell or TV 
service (much farther south, at least 1500).   As the existing line is already on the property a second line would
 cause a division of the property.
We use a highlifter gravity flow water pump to supply water to the cabin, and are  unsure if the corona effect would 
disrupt this service. Also concerned with the noise that would result in disruption of the silence in the winter time
 where we go via snow mobile.

Please add me to the mailing list for preparation of this environmental impact statement 

Name:  Matthew and Susan Carlson Date: May 31, 2011 

Title:  Organization that You Represent: Self   
Mailing Address: 1045 West 650 South City:  Heber City State: UT  Zip: 84032 

Telephone (optional):  801-243-4471 (Matt’s cell) 

Please Note: 
Comments are due by June 30, 2011

Before including your address, phone number, email address, or other personal identifying information in your 
comment, you should be aware that your entire comment -- including your personal identifying information -- may 

be made publicly available at any time.  While you can ask us in your comment to withhold your personal identifying 
information from public review, we cannot guarantee that we will be able to do so.
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Marco Colindres To
<mcolindres@crick "GatewaySouth_WYMail@blm.gov"
etcommunications. <GatewaySouth_WYMail@blm.gov>
com> cc

06/23/2011 04:19 bcc
PM

Subject
Gateway South Stop U402, U430 and U431

RE: ENERGY GATEWAY SOUTH TRANSMISSION PROJECT

PLEASE, STOP ALTERNATIVE PATHS
LABELED AS U402, U430 AND U431

For my wife and myself, it has been extremely troublesome and disappointing to have heard
that the Bureau of Land Management and Rocky Mountain Power have had in their unannounced
and unpublished projects of several years back an alternative route to build high voltage
electrical towers that would cross the newly developed area where we have purchased a piece
of property just a year ago with the idea to become our retirement retreat where we would
welcome our children and grandchildren, family, friends, and neighbors and thus nicely enjoy
our golden years a as part of our American Dream.

Those same surprising and disappointing feelings are deeply shared by the other ninety eight
property owners who have made purchases about the same time we did – a year ago. We have
recently known about BLM and RMP plans and we have largely talked about it in our Home Owners
Association meetings and communication means.

It is indeed extremely unpleasant to include conversations about these BLM/RMP plans rather
than to talk about ways to improve our properties.
This BLM/RMP project is definitely NOT an improvement we feel comfortable with.

Furthermore, our surprise has become personally even more troublesome as we have learned that
such alternative route (including path U402) would cross exactly in the middle of our
property lot thus making it immediately useless or unsuitable to build and/or to sell if we
had to. Our investment of many years would turn into an automatic loss would such route be
selected as the “winning route.” Ninety eight other owners would be in more or less similar
precarious situation as we are. My wife and I are the owners of the property lot identified
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as 09883 which appears on the upper left section of map 58 of this Gateway South project. We
feel extremely disheartened of the existence of this project.

We are asking BLM and RMP NOT to select but to discard paths U402, U430 and
U431 and to choose other alternative routes away from our developed communities with current
plans to build homes or to be inhabited in other ways, i.e. cabins, motor homes, recreational
vehicles, etc.

Should this alternative route crossing our new properties be selected it will subject our
properties – known as Moondance Ranches – to many kinds of electrical and medical related
hazards, i.e.

electrical shocks, unwanted static and induced electricity,

dangerous and constant lighting situations,

fires and explosions,

(heart) pacemakers interference, most owners are of retirement age,

Cancer and other related health risks.

Etc.

The list may go on and on, and they are most likely well known to BLM and RMP. These
potential dangers would definitely ruin the quality of life that we, all owners of these
properties, have envisioned to have as we purchased these properties.

Please leave our properties and living plans free of these dangers. We are asking you to
please remove paths U402, U430 and U431 from this Gateway South project.

We hope and pray that you will give a positive and favorable resolution to our plea and
petition.

Thank you very much,

Tony and Dalia Colindres
4326 South 4580 West
West Valley City, UT 84120

Owners of lot 09883 which appears on map 58.

West Valley City, June of 2011.
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Marco Colindres To
<mcolindres@crick "GatewaySouth_WYMail@blm.gov"
etcommunications. <GatewaySouth_WYMail@blm.gov>,
com> "ConstructionProject@pacificorp.com

"
06/28/2011 04:35 <ConstructionProject@pacificorp.com
PM >

cc

bcc

Subject
Some Ugliness Behind "The Energy
Gateway South Transmission Project"

RE: ENERGY GATEWAY SOUTH TRANSMISSION PROJECT

THE UGLINESS WE SEE!

This is our second note on this. It actually deserves a preamble.

Preamble. On the past month of May, my wife and I were in San Antonio, TX visiting our
daughter, son in law, and their four beautiful young daughters. Three events dominated the
news that month that captured the nation’s (and probably the world’s) attention.

1. The first one was that in a

“…historic action designed to minimize the risk of catastrophic flooding in Baton Rouge and
New Orleans, the Army Corps of Engineers … opened the Morganza Floodway for the first time
in 40 years to divert water from the rain swollen Mississippi River into the adjacent
basin… possibly affecting 25,000 people and 11,000 structures with the expected 25 foot
planned flood over the neighboring 3,000 square mile area.”

But what caught our attention about this particular event/news was that the

“Sheriff’s deputies and members of the Louisiana National Guard have been going door to door
to alert people of the pending flooding.”

Now, that is true nobility and careful consideration for the affected people who understood
why of this measure and the need to welcome the ALERT. As they went door to door, everyone
knew what was coming. There were no surprises.
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2. The second was Arnold Schwarzenegger’s announcement that ten years ago he had fathered
a child outside his marriage, deceiving his wife and the people of California who voted for
him as a Governor. A story of deceit, lying, and corruption.

3. Third, the arrest in New York City of Dominique Strauss Khan, chief executive of the
International Monetary Fund, for sexual assault on a Manhattan Hotel female employee.

Now, what do these events have to do with the Energy Gateway South Transmission Project?
Please, allow us to tie this preamble to our conclusion.

My wife and I had scheduled long in advance at the beginning of the year a vacation to Texas
to visit our daughter in May. Unfortunately, we had to cut our visit short so we could attend
the meeting scheduled by the Bureau of Land Management (BLM) in Nephi, Utah to know more of
the Energy Gateway Project and how it could/would affect us. A beginning in a series of
surprises.

In this meeting in Nephi, we asked one of the coordinators what was the best thing for us to
comment about to have a strong voice in opposition to the alternative routes going through
our property of Moondance Ranches in Duchesne County, Utah.

His response was to include comments that will help BLM make fair determinations about the
routes. And he added, “do not say things like the towers will look ugly in our backyards.”

Therefore, we wrote our first letter with his suggestion in mind.

But more surprises have transpired since and new knowledge has surged to the surface and they
are not pretty.

First, that BLM has had this Energy Gateway South Transmission Project in plan for over five
years. We never knew of this project when we bought our property in Moondance Ranches.

Second, that Utah Ranches, LLC which sold the Moondance Ranches lots knew about the project
but never disclosed it either to those who inquired or purchased properties.

Now, if they had this plan and/or knew, why didn’t they say a word? That is the ugliness we
see.

Just as the Army Corp of Engineers, the Sheriff’s Deputies of Morgan County, and the
Louisiana National Guard went door to door to alert people of the planned flood, so the BLM
should have made sure that ALL prospective buyers had received an ALERT that there was a
possibility of an alternative route bringing HV electrical towers could be built across the
properties offered on sale. No nobility in BLM about not telling.

A simple note with such information should have been included in the marketing materials of
these properties to beware any future buyers of the 5 year existence of the Gateway South
Project. But no one ever saw such paper and no buyer ever knew about it until a year after
the properties had been purchased. Surprise, surprise.

In recent conversations with other owners, we heard that Utah Ranches, LLC knew about the
Gateway Project but never disclosed such knowledge to any of us buyers. Another surprise.

So, is there an alleged cover up with lies, deception and possible fraud on the part of these
entities which can be legally repudiated in a Court of Law? An assault comparable to a crime
of rape?

Furthermore, in a fair buy/sale transaction there is an exchange factor of value equivalence,
that is, you get in exchange for your money something of equal value.
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Well, our hard earned money was proven good when we purchased our properties. What we didn’t
know was that the value of these properties we bought – upon the Gateway Project decision to
build HV electrical towers through them – will be undermined, to quickly become unwanted and
undesirable with such decision. The value of our properties would fade in thin air as if we
would have thrown our good money away. And, our dreams to build quality living quarters here
at Moondance Ranches would turn into nightmares. And, the beauty of these properties so
vividly described in the marketing materials was but a false pretense for now there are HV
electrical towers.

So no, I am not talking about how ugly the towers would look across our properties. I’m
talking about how the Gateway Project may turn off forever the little we have turned on so
far and so enthusiastically in our Moondance lots.

And that is the ugliness we see !
| + |
| | |
| | |
|Tony and Dalia Colindres | |
|4326 South 4580 West | |
|West Valley City, UT 84120 |PLEASE MOVE THE ALTERNATIVE ROUTE AWAY|
| | FROM MOONDANCE RANCHES DUCHESNE |
|Owners of Lot 09883 which appears | COUNTY, UTAH |
|on map 58. | |
|West Valley City, June of 2011. | |
| | |
| | |
| | |
| + |

ENERGY GATEWAY SOUTH TRANSMISSION PROJECT
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT

              Comment Form 

If you wish to submit comments, please feel free to use this form or other correspondence and hand it in at a public scoping 
meeting or mail it to the following address.  

c/o
Attn: Tamara Gertsch 
Bureau of Land Management
BLM Wyoming State Office  
P.O. Box 21150 
Cheyenne, WY 82003 

To submit comments via email: GatewaySouth_WYMail@blm.gov
Please Print Clearly 

 

Comments: (Please use back if additional space is needed)

As a landowner (00-001-4300 Map 69, Map #09343, Utah link # 401) of two adjoining parcels, we have a structure on the 
land, a cabin that is built, and we prefer not to have a transmission line next to it.

We have flying squirrels on our property and we have seen them glide for dozens of yards from tree to tree. It appears 
to us the squirrels reside on our property and we are concerned at how the project could impact them.
Deer, rabbits, rodents, birds, pine hens/grouse, bears, bob cats, marmosets, bats, elk, moose, weasels and other 
martins have been seen on our property, some reside there all summer long.

This whole area has been severely effected by the pine beetles, would there be any problems with this loss of trees 
within the study area?  We have fire concerns with the lines in that area, very concerned about health concerns.  What 
she has read is a lot of unknowns.  Sue is sensitive to the existing lines in the area (~ 2 miles away), she feels and hears 
the vibrations and electromagnetics.  We are concerned with the possible dangers that are currently unknown, both for 
humans and wildlife.  There are possible hazards that can’t be proven at this time, and just because the hazards can’t 
be proven now, doesn’t mean we should proceed with project.  We don’t want the project to be in this close of proximity 
to this wild sanctuary.

Sue believes that the high transmission level line will detract from the pristine area would reduce the value of the 
property.

Name:  Sue Cook and Irven Olson Date: May 31, 2011 

Title:  Organization that You Represent: Self   
Mailing Address:  347 Herbert Avenue City:  Salt Lake City State: UT  Zip: 84111 

Telephone (optional):  801-363-2086 
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The unsightly nature of the project would also detract from the property value.  Even with proper restoration the 
disturbance from installing the project would reduce the value of the property.  To sum up, there are aesthetic reasons 
and also environmental (flying squirrel as well as other wildlife) concerns that we feel this project should not be located 
here.

XX  Please add me to the mailing list for preparation of this environmental impact statement 

Please Note: 
Comments are due by June 30, 2011

Before including your address, phone number, email address, or other personal identifying information in your 
comment, you should be aware that your entire comment -- including your personal identifying information -- may 

be made publicly available at any time.  While you can ask us in your comment to withhold your personal identifying 
information from public review, we cannot guarantee that we will be able to do so.

June 27, 2011

BLM Wyoming State Office

Attn: Gateway South Project

P.O. Box 21150

Cheyenne, WY 82003

To Whom It May Concern:

We have many concerns about the proposed Gateway South transmission line between Baggs and
Dixon, Wyoming.

1. We paid 1.6 million dollars for our ranch and the transmission lines would de value our
property.

2. One of the selling points for us was the wonderful view of the mountain and sunrises. Since
our ranch is located between Baggs and Dixon we would have the pleasure of looking at the
eye sores these towers bring.

3. If these towers are to transmit wind power to Clover – Mona, Utah let them put in their own
wind turbines, I’m sure Wyoming isn’t the only place the wind blows.

4. Carbon County is known for its’ trophy hunting. The state would lose money because of the
harm these lines and roads would cause wildlife.

5. The BLM owns about 50% of Wyoming put the lines on Government land not on hard
working ranchers’ property. Wyoming has many unpopulated areas, put the lines there so
you don’t ruin what makes Wyoming special.

6. Our valley is a very beautiful area and our small community counts on the many tourists that
drive through sightseeing. The loss of income to small businesses would have a detrimental
effect on them and our community as a whole.

We do not want the lines put where the valley residents would have to look at them. They do not
benefit the local people and costs us too much.

Bob and Lexine Davis

P.O. Box 369

Baggs, WY 82321

lexinedavis@yahoo.com
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"Shane Deeter" To
<shane@deetercust <gatewaysouth_wymail@blm.gov>
omsaddlery.com> cc

04/08/2011 06:15 bcc
PM

Subject
transmission project

I am favor of the transmission project. I do not agree with the environmental groups that
are trying to squash every project that comes along. please let me know how the project is
progressing.
Shane Deeter
Deeter Custom Saddlery
Box 117
La Sal, Utah, 84530
435 459 9617
shane@deetercustomsaddlery.com
www.deetercustomsaddlery.com
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"RYAN DEVERAUX" To
<pobzeb82@msn.com <gatewaysouth_wymail@blm.gov>
> cc

05/16/2011 12:00 bcc
PM

Subject
Re: Gateway South Transmission Line
Project

To Whom it May Concern,

I am a property owner in the Moon Dance Ranch area near Duchesne Utah. It has come to my
attention that a proposed power line project will run directly on 2 parcels of land that I
own. I have several concerns with this project:

I purchased this land, not as an investment, but to eventually build a home/cabin on the
property to spend extended time near our family living in central Utah. Having a 500KV power
line with the size of tower required to carry those lines will be a large detriment to us
living on the property.
I am not sure how many people would love looking out their window and instead of seeing a
beautiful landscape, looking at a 300' x 120' tower.
What will that do to our property value? Even if we don't ever sell the property, the
intrinsic value is diminished for us as well by having an eyesore run across our property.
I have to imagine that type of line would cause at least some sort of interference with any
kind of TV, Radio and Cell Phone service as well.
I am also not very comfortable living under this size of a tower or power lines with that
type of voltage. What kind of health and safety risks are there living near or under
something of that magnitude?
Are there other land options available that do not include private property where people want
to build homes and cabins or is this just the "easiest" route for placing towers?

Please feel free to contact me with any questions or comments you may have.

Thank you.

Ryan Deveraux
Land Owner Moon Dance Ranch Subdivision
(505) 974 1708

1
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ENERGY GATEWAY SOUTH TRANSMISSION PROJECT
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT

              Comment Form 

If you wish to submit comments, please feel free to use this form or other correspondence and hand it in at a public scoping 
meeting or mail it to the following address.  

c/o
Attn: Tamara Gertsch 
Bureau of Land Management
BLM Wyoming State Office  
P.O. Box 21150 
Cheyenne, WY 82003 

To submit comments via email: GatewaySouth_WYMail@blm.gov
Please Print Clearly 

 

Comments: (Please use back if additional space is needed)

Map #5 – Parcel 03964 – I own 40-acres near Hanna, Wyoming. Zoned commercial; have residents and some livestock 
living on it. I would like to lease it for agriculture or other commercial business or sell the property (see below); 
however, I believe I can’t sell or lease the property because of the existing high-voltage/tension transmission power line 
and the potential for another high-voltage/tension power line. An existing 230-kilovolt transmission line (the Miner’s 
Platt) cuts through the northeast corner of this property. ( A distribution line exists that feeds the house and barn.) If 
this line is built as shown on the maps provided for public scoping, my property would be “sandwiched” between two 
power lines. I believe this would significantly decrease the value of my property (current listed value $285,000).  I 
suggest that the transmission line could be shifted south of Highway 30 and request that the line be moved as far south 
of Highway 30 as possible to reduce visual impacts from my property and thus, impacts to my property value. 
-I believe I cannot sell the property at this time because of real estate law requiring full disclosure of future impacts of 
the transmission line on the property. 
-I am hesitant to lease additional property for livestock or other uses because of uncertainty associated with the power 
line (for example, potential health risks, risks to losing livestock through open gates during engineering investigations, 
etc.).
I am not opposed to the line and I know that the transmission line is needed.  But I believe it can be shifted to avoid my 
40-acres at enough distance to reduce visual impacts from my property and impacts on my property value. 

Please add me to the mailing list for preparation of this environmental impact statement 

Name:  Jack Dishong Date: May 12, 2011 

Title:  Organization that You Represent: self Self X  
Mailing Address39314 E 6th Ave City Bennett State:  CO Zip: 80102 

Telephone (optional): 303-644-3743 

Please Note: 
Comments are due by June 30, 2011

Before including your address, phone number, email address, or other personal identifying information in your 
comment, you should be aware that your entire comment -- including your personal identifying information -- may 

be made publicly available at any time.  While you can ask us in your comment to withhold your personal identifying 
information from public review, we cannot guarantee that we will be able to do so.
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ENERGY GATEWAY SOUTH TRANSMISSION PROJECT
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT

              Comment Form 

If you wish to submit comments, please feel free to use this form or other correspondence and hand it in at a public scoping 
meeting or mail it to the following address.  

c/o
Attn: Tamara Gertsch 
Bureau of Land Management
BLM Wyoming State Office  
P.O. Box 21150 
Cheyenne, WY 82003 

To submit comments via email: GatewaySouth_WYMail@blm.gov
Please Print Clearly 

 

Comments: (Please use back if additional space is needed)

Right of way costs (acquisition) is probably the major cost today, so transmission lines should be constructed double 
circuit.  The second circuit could be strung whenever needed in the future.  Just have the towers capable to handle 
double circuit. 
This could solve land owner problems, fewer endangered species problems.  You eliminate a lot of problems using the 
2nd circuit. 

Please add me to the mailing list for preparation of this environmental impact statement 

Name:  David Downs  Date: Thur  5/19/11 

Title: Retired T. Line Construction Manager        
Mailing Address:  107 Blair Road City: Whitewater State:  CO  Zip: 81527 

Telephone (optional):  970-523-7066 

Please Note: 
Comments are due by June 30, 2011

Before including your address, phone number, email address, or other personal identifying information in your 
comment, you should be aware that your entire comment -- including your personal identifying information -- may 

be made publicly available at any time.  While you can ask us in your comment to withhold your personal identifying 
information from public review, we cannot guarantee that we will be able to do so.
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ENERGY GATEWAY SOUTH TRANSMISSION PROJECT
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT

              Comment Form 

If you wish to submit comments, please feel free to use this form or other correspondence and hand it in at a public scoping 
meeting or mail it to the following address.  

c/o
Attn: Tamara Gertsch 
Bureau of Land Management
BLM Wyoming State Office  
P.O. Box 21150 
Cheyenne, WY 82003 

To submit comments via email: GatewaySouth_WYMail@blm.gov
Please Print Clearly 

 

Comments: (Please use back if additional space is needed)

Map # 12758 (SE Corner) is my property, Dublin wash.  We have a well permit adjacent to Map #13113 (NW Corner) 
which will be subdivided for homes.  Map # 13088 has plans to build a house.  Map # 12767 currently has a house on it. 
Map # 13082 has plans to build within 5 years.  Sanpitch River runs adjacent to Map #’s 13082, 13088, 13758, 13108 
(which we own) which has endangered species (leather-side chub & spotted frog).  DWR has been negotiating an 
environmental easement.  Map # 12765 (SE Corner) Has a stand of trees where the bald eagles winter.  Map # 12758, 
13108, 13082 have springs on therm.  If you went a mile to the north of the proposed corridor it would be preferable, in 
other words if you moved that whole thing further north.  Sanpete County is one of the few in the state left that still has 
productive agriculture.  Why don’t you request the USFS release the land that the Forest Service IRA, can’t this be done 
since the USFS refuses to build any roads in those areas (north of Fairview) rather than impact so many farmlands?  
Please cross between Mt. Pleasant and Fairview or go totally further north (the less populous and less farmland) 

Also, please look into the discussion of the sale of Federal Lands that are being proposed for sale to balance the 
budget.  Maybe the lands that Rocky Mountain Power could purchase some of those lands? 

Please add me to the mailing list for preparation of this environmental impact statement 

Name:  Affel H. Erekson Date: June 1, 2011 

Title:  Organization that You Represent: Self   
Mailing Address: 20955 North 8900 East City:  Mt. Pleasant State: UT  Zip: 84647 

Telephone (optional):  801-598-7159   e:mail ereksona@msn.com 

Please Note: 
Comments are due by June 30, 2011

Before including your address, phone number, email address, or other personal identifying information in your 
comment, you should be aware that your entire comment -- including your personal identifying information -- may 

be made publicly available at any time.  While you can ask us in your comment to withhold your personal identifying 
information from public review, we cannot guarantee that we will be able to do so.

Submittal 58 ENERGY GATEWAY SOUTH TRANSMISSION PROJECT
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT

              Comment Form 

If you wish to submit comments, please feel free to use this form or other correspondence and hand it in at a public scoping 
meeting or mail it to the following address.  

c/o
Attn: Tamara Gertsch 
Bureau of Land Management
BLM Wyoming State Office  
P.O. Box 21150 
Cheyenne, WY 82003 

To submit comments via email: GatewaySouth_WYMail@blm.gov
Please Print Clearly 

 

Comments: (Please use back if additional space is needed)

We are representing our private land. We support Rocky Mountain Power’s recommendation to eliminate the alternative 
route that includes U-420 and U-410. This route could impact the 54.5 acres that we own. We are concerned that there 
will be impacts to our existing home (impacts to property value, visual impacts, and health and safety) and our 
neighbors and future development.  Keeping in mind that there is an existing line (owned by Deseret Generation) that 
currently impacts our home.  We are concerned that the proposed line would have to be placed close to our homes (we 
have two homes on the property) because of the location of the existing line.  

x Please add me to the mailing list for preparation of this environmental impact statement 

Name: Roger and Norene Eschler  Date: May 24, 2011 

Title:Residents Organization that You Represent: Self x   
Mailing Address:Route 2243 City: Roosevelt State: UT  Zip: 84066 

Telephone (optional): 435-724-1656 

Please Note: 
Comments are due by June 30, 2011

Before including your address, phone number, email address, or other personal identifying information in your 
comment, you should be aware that your entire comment -- including your personal identifying information -- may 

be made publicly available at any time.  While you can ask us in your comment to withhold your personal identifying 
information from public review, we cannot guarantee that we will be able to do so.
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"Pat Eyre" To
<PEyre@SANDY.UTAH <GatewaySouth_WYMail@blm.gov>
.GOV> cc

<kelee.eyre@riotinto.com>
04/06/2011 09:15 bcc
AM

Subject
Comment

To whom it may concern.

I have had a conversation with someone on the message line from Rocky Mountain Power
regarding the routes being considered for the transmission line from Wyoming to Mona. From
what I understand at this point, I wanted to say I have no objection if it were necessary to
cross my 20 acre parcel. My understanding is, I will continue to be notified about the
progression of this project, as long as the route or route's under consideration would cross
my parcel. I was having a difficult time trying to determine where my property is in
relation to your map because I cannot access Google Earth. My parcel # is 00 0027 8758,
could you tell me what the numbered block on your site is that my parcel falls on? I will
say however, I was in hopes this line was an opportunity to throw away my generator for my
cabin, and I could finally have power. I have been politely told, this cannot happen with
this kind of power line, darn it.

Regards, and good luck

Pat Eyre

Pat Eyre
Sandy City Public Utilities
Storm Water Inspector
10000 Centennial Parkway, St 241
Sandy, Utah 84070
Office: (801) 568 6048
Cell: (801) 301 6149
peyre@sandy.utah.gov

ENERGY GATEWAY SOUTH TRANSMISSION PROJECT
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT

              Comment Form 

If you wish to submit comments, please feel free to use this form or other correspondence and hand it in at a public scoping 
meeting or mail it to the following address.  

c/o
Attn: Tamara Gertsch 
Bureau of Land Management
BLM Wyoming State Office  
P.O. Box 21150 
Cheyenne, WY 82003 

To submit comments via email: GatewaySouth_WYMail@blm.gov
Please Print Clearly 

 

Comments: (Please use back if additional space is needed)

Map #69, ID #09416 (29295 South Beaver Canyon Road, Argyle Canyon, UT), Duchesne County 
Is this project going to effect our cabin on this property directly?  Is it going to bring the power 
lines even closer to our cabin? Our cabin is west of the existing power line easement.  If you stay 
east of this existing powerline it will not effect us.  Our cabin is within 50 feet of the existing, so if it 
is on the east part of the study corridor it is preferable to us.
Do they have certain rules about how close someone can live to this new transmission line?  We 
are concerned about this potential distance from our cabin.

Please add me to the mailing list for preparation of this environmental impact statement 

Name:  John S. Frisby, Christine F. Turpine (executor) Date: May 31, 2011 

Title: Manager Organization that You Represent:  Frisby Family, LLC.   
Mailing Address:  2131 West 11970 South City:  Riverton State: UT  Zip: 84065 

Telephone (optional):  801-254-3211 

Please Note: 
Comments are due by June 30, 2011

Before including your address, phone number, email address, or other personal identifying information in your 
comment, you should be aware that your entire comment -- including your personal identifying information -- may 

be made publicly available at any time.  While you can ask us in your comment to withhold your personal identifying 
information from public review, we cannot guarantee that we will be able to do so.

Submittal 61 
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j yLydia Garvey To
<wolfhowlmama@yah GatewaySouth_WYMail@blm.gov
oo.com> cc

05/04/2011 04:44 bcc
PM

Subject
Nix Gateway South transmission
line!

| |
| It harms: Grouse habitat, Raptor nesting concentration, Mule deer |
|migration routes, High quality songbird habitat And Wildlands of historic,|
|spectacular Powder Rim. Do your job, Protect Our Public lands, waters, |
|wildife & health! You work for citizens, not industry. |
| Your attention to his most urgent matter would be much appreciated |
|by all present & future generations of all species. |
| Thank you |
| Lydia Garvey Public Health Nurse |
| 429 S 24th Clinton OK 73601 |
| |

1

Subject: FW: Forwarded from Gateway South Mailbox

Gary Gilbert To
<godishealing@yah GatewaySouth_WYMail@blm.gov,
oo.com> GatewaySouth_WYMail@blm.gov

cc
05/10/2011 10:12
PM bcc

Subject
Proposed Gateway South Transmission
Line Project in Wyoming

To whom it may concern,

I would like to proivde some input and comments regarding the proposed transmission line
project. We have a cattle ranch near the Fort Steele State Historical Site (our house is 3/4
mile north of I80) about 15 miles east of Rawlins, WY. One of the proposed alternate routes
appears to come directly across our land and we strongly object for several reasons.

Living on Fort Steele Road we see a vast amount of travelers and tourists and historians
passing by heading to the Historical Site and for them to drive under 190 foot towers to get
there would be detrimental to the overall experience that Fort Steele is intended to provide.
We also have 2 small children and several studies have linked negative health consequences
with high voltage power lines.
For instance,
"Based on experiments involving rats and ozone, scientists at the Pacific Northwest National

Laboratory have identified a chemical reaction that may explain higher rates of illness
observed among some people exposed to strong electromagnetic fields such as those produced by
high voltage power lines."

Read more:
http://www.seattlepi.com/default/article/High voltage lines negative ions and rats
1136476.php#ixzz1M0lNCNAM

There also are several other families along Fort Steele Road (most houses are less than than
1/8 mile apart on this side (west) of the N. Platte
River) which means that the other familes would also have to deal with the cancers, tumors
and other possible health concerns associated with the power lines. If the lines would go to
the south of Interstate 80, (also one of the proposed routes) it would not have to run right
across the tops of so many houses. The south side of I80 does not have acounty road
populated with a bunch of families like the Fort Steele side of I80 does.

We have cattle and horses on our ranch (as do many of our neighbors) that also may be
negatively affected by the lines. The "buzz" of the lines makes a "bombproof" kid horse as
jumpy as a bucking bronco in the chute.
My son nearly fell off one such horse as it apparently thought the buzzing was that of a
rattlesnake.
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We also know of at least 2 bald eagles that reside in the trees in the very area the power
lines are proposed to cross our land. There nests would be disturbed and their survival may
be jepardized.

There also is a large island that the lines would have to cross/have towers on and it would
create great challenges for workers to get equipment to build and/or repair the towers and
lines.

With all of these concerns, we ask that you please take the lines across to the south side of
Interstate 80 between Walcott and Fort Steele rather than crossing Fort Steele and then going
south at Rawlins.
Thank You.
Sincerely,

Gary Gilbert
Ranch Manager (and son in law) of Leone Hay
5 Fort Steele Route
Rawlins, Wy 82301
(307) 324 3931

Submittal 64 
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Mechelle Grant To
<mgrant@nationale "GatewaySouth_WYMail@blm.gov"
wp.com> <GatewaySouth_WYMail@blm.gov>

cc
06/27/2011 08:20
PM bcc

Subject
Gateway South Transmission Line
Project Wyoming, Colorado and
Utah

I am a property owner in the Moondance Ranch subdivision southeast of Duchesne, UT. I am
requesting that an alternate route for the Gateway South power transmission line be
considered that does not run through the Moondance Ranch subdivision. There are
approximately 100 lots in this subdivision and all of us are fairly new property owners and
will see the value of our properties go down considerably if a transmission line runs through
them, not to mention the possible health effects of a 500kv power line. I urge the BLM to
consider an alternate route that does not run through or close to this subdivision or any of
the others nearby.

Thank you,

Mechelle Grant

Safety & Health Analyst

cid:image001.jpg@01CC0E68.7F37E920

9901 S. Prosperity Road

West Jordan, UT 84081

385.351.3400 Office

801.401.7162 Fax

801.889.8404 Mobile

mgrant@nationalewp.com

www.nationalewp.com

Submittal 66 
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Jon Hill To
<cripple cowboy@h <gatewaysouth_wymail@blm.gov>
otmail.com> cc

05/09/2011 03:38 bcc
PM

Subject
comments

The route through Rangely would interfer with the Rangely airport. Then the proposed
route has the same problems as Transwest with slide areas, ice in the winter on Baxter Pass,
and would interfer with our ability to put in wind towers ourselves. The Baxter route should
be removed.
Thank you, Jon D. Hill

Cripple Cowboy Cow Outfit, Inc.
PO Box 40
Rangely, CO 81648

(970) 216 3509

ENERGY GATEWAY SOUTH TRANSMISSION PROJECT
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT

              Comment Form 

If you wish to submit comments, please feel free to use this form or other correspondence and hand it in at a public scoping 
meeting or mail it to the following address.  

c/o
Attn: Tamara Gertsch 
Bureau of Land Management
BLM Wyoming State Office  
P.O. Box 21150 
Cheyenne, WY 82003 

To submit comments via email: GatewaySouth_WYMail@blm.gov
Please Print Clearly 

 

Comments: (Please use back if additional space is needed)

Currently Gateway West and Gateway South are proposing routes through Peterson Livestock LLC lands in T22N R83 
W, T21N 83W, and T21N R82W. This corridor is checkerboard lands consisting of Peterson Livestock, State, and BLM 
lands and runs through a stretch nearly 10 miles long. It is our understanding BOTH transmission lines would use this 
route. We have not objected to these routes. 
HOWEVER, we must strongly oppose the Gateway South route proposed to run northeast of Sinclair, T21N R85W 
Sections N1/2 6 and 5, T22N R85W Section 31, T22N R86W Sections 25, 27, 29, 33, 35 and T21N and R86W Section 1. 
This corridor involves our ranch headquarters, irrigated meadows, feed lots, and the scenic North Platte River. After 
reviewing the map it appears the transmission lines would be very close to several employee houses and even goes 
through our feed lots. Such a line would adversely affect future use and value of this river property not only from a 
livestock operation and recreational use but also housing issues. Our employees should not be forced to live that close 
to such a structure especially when there seems to be other alternatives. This line would be a detriment to any other 
ranching development not to mention the negative effects on wildlife and ascetics. 
We are accepting the possibility of two large transmission lines through our lands. It seems a shame that prime 
agricultural land with other potential uses and housing problems should have to be disturbed also. Our cooperation 
with Rocky Mountain Power would be severely damaged. Again we strongly opposed the route north of Sinclair. 

Name:  Pamela Hones Date: May 12, 2011 

Title:  Organization that You Represent: Peterson Livestock LLC Self   
Mailing Address: PO Box 973 City:  Rawlins State: WY  Zip: 82301 

Telephone (optional):  

Submittal 71 
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ENERGY GATEWAY SOUTH TRANSMISSION PROJECT
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT

              Comment Form 

If you wish to submit comments, please feel free to use this form or other correspondence and hand it in at a public scoping 
meeting or mail it to the following address.  

c/o
Attn: Tamara Gertsch 
Bureau of Land Management
BLM Wyoming State Office  
P.O. Box 21150 
Cheyenne, WY 82003 

To submit comments via email: GatewaySouth_WYMail@blm.gov
Please Print Clearly 

 

Comments: (Please use back if additional space is needed)

I own lot # 13088 and # 13087.  13088 is where we have a house a barn and we raise cows and horses.  We also own lot 
# 13087 which is a 7 acre hay field.  We irrigate all of our land to for pasture and hay for winter.  There is wetlands and 
birds on property:  deer, fox, skunks, pheasants, quail, frogs, eagle and hawks.  Also there is a few springs on the 
property.  To me the best route would  be north of Fairview.  All of our neighbors raise cattle, horses, sheep, goats.  
Hay, grain, we all have gardens to put produce away for the winter.  One of the biggest concern is the health of my wife, 
and two kids.  Plus the health of the animals that we raise.  Down the same road that my house is on there is a 4 lot 
subdivision pre-approved by the county.  The subdivision is called skyview acres.  We are on two of the 4 lots. There is 
some small springs on both lots.  Then down the main county road there is 4 more houses that are not shown on the 
map.  There is also another house that is going to be built this fall. 

Please add me to the mailing list for preparation of this environmental impact statement 

Name:  Jared Jaques Date: June 1, 2011 

Title:  Organization that You Represent: Self   
Mailing Address:20461 N. 9650 E. City:  Mt. Pleasant State: UT  Zip: 84647 

Telephone (optional):  435-469-2264 

Please Note: 
Comments are due by June 30, 2011

Before including your address, phone number, email address, or other personal identifying information in your 
comment, you should be aware that your entire comment -- including your personal identifying information -- may 

be made publicly available at any time.  While you can ask us in your comment to withhold your personal identifying 
information from public review, we cannot guarantee that we will be able to do so.

Submittal 75 
ENERGY GATEWAY SOUTH TRANSMISSION PROJECT

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT

              Comment Form 

If you wish to submit comments, please feel free to use this form or other correspondence and hand it in at a public scoping 
meeting or mail it to the following address.  

c/o
Attn: Tamara Gertsch 
Bureau of Land Management
BLM Wyoming State Office  
P.O. Box 21150 
Cheyenne, WY 82003 

To submit comments via email: GatewaySouth_WYMail@blm.gov
Please Print Clearly 

 

Comments: (Please use back if additional space is needed)

 Our parcels include 12765 5522257, 22264, 22248X, Within about 1 mile and west about 1 mile of Mt. 
Pleasant. The existing power line goes across our property.  I have 3 large poles on the property
 (15 kV), within ~ 1000 feet there are 3 county subdivisions, there are 5 existing homes close to this 
existing line and another 3-5 homes are in the process of being built.
There is livestock pastured on our parcel, as well as many surrounding parcels.  A large part of this 
pasture area has been irrigated in the past using flood or other inexpensive methods, now we use 
wheel line irrigation and this has been subsidized by federal and other funding.
Natural sanctuary for bald eagles, December to March depending on the year for when they return.  
NRCS Manti worked on a restoration project since about 2005, 1 mile plus along the Sanpitch river 
to save the river, as it had very bad flooding in the 1983.  In the river there is habitat for the spotted 
frog and for the leather back chubs, there is a lot of wildlife along the river (pheasants, deer, geese, 
quail).
Stan Birch, our neighbor to the north, has land with a conservation easement for the spotted frog. 

 

Name:  Edward and Jessen Family Trust Date: June 1, 2011 

Title: Trustee Organization that You Represent:  Self X  
Mailing Address: 8745 E 20750 N (get rid of POBox)City: Mt. Pleasant State: UT  Zip: 84647 

Telephone (optional): 435-462-0172 

Please Note: 
Comments are due by June 30, 2011

Before including your address, phone number, email address, or other personal identifying information in your 
comment, you should be aware that your entire comment -- including your personal identifying information -- may 

be made publicly available at any time.  While you can ask us in your comment to withhold your personal identifying 
information from public review, we cannot guarantee that we will be able to do so.

Submittal 76 
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ENERGY GATEWAY SOUTH TRANSMISSION PROJECT
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT

              Comment Form 

If you wish to submit comments, please feel free to use this form or other correspondence and hand it in at a public scoping 
meeting or mail it to the following address.  

c/o
Attn: Tamara Gertsch 
Bureau of Land Management
BLM Wyoming State Office  
P.O. Box 21150 
Cheyenne, WY 82003 

To submit comments via email: GatewaySouth_WYMail@blm.gov
Please Print Clearly 

 

Comments: (Please use back if additional space is needed)

We prefer the south alternative (Link W30) in the Ft. Steele area because:
1. It would avoid residences located south and north of the Platte River, the CIG plant, and the penitentiary. The 

proposed transmission line also would be placed behind the ridge if located along Link W30 and then would 
not be visible from Highway 80. 

2. The river is more narrow the south side of the river (Link W20) and there is not as much vegetation. There are 
three pairs of nesting bald eagles north of I-80 (Link W29) so far this spring (2011) that should be avoided. 
These eagles have been documented with the state biologist (2010).  

3. Fort Fred Steele State Historical site is located to the south of Link W29. The transmission line would be 
visible from the site and humming from the transmission lines might be heard, which would impact the 
historical setting and aesthetics of the site.

4. Our property if located just outside of the study corridor along Link W29 (Section 26 T21N R85W; parcel map 
12).

Kathy and Pat Jordan 

Name:    Date: May 12, 2011 

Title:  Organization that You Represent: self Self   
Mailing Address: City:  State:   Zip:  

Telephone (optional):  

Submittal 77 
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"Joyce Key" To
<joycekey@century <GatewaySouth_WYMail@blm.gov>
link.net> cc

06/01/2011 02:18 bcc
PM

Subject
Energy Gateway South Transmission
Project..

I attended the impact meeting held in Rangely, CO on May 18th. Our home is located within the
2 mile impact area Rocky Mountain Power is considering placement of their powerlines and
towers. (I was told we are located on Map
#63 #04739). We purchased this home 15 years ago, as have most of our neighbors, to enjoy the
beautiful view we have from this hill top. We do not have any desire to have unsightly power
lines and their holding towers obstructing or being any part of this scenery. The
transportation of this electricity will negatively impact our community with absolutely no
benefits.

Most electrical engineers will honestly attest to the fact that wind energy is unsightly to
collect (besides deadly to migratory birds), and very difficult to transport. The cost of
this project verses the benefits appear to be greatly out of balance. I really don’t want to
see the Wyoming citizens, and most likely all working US citizens, being forced to help fund
this project due to the fact that it will only benefit Rocky Mountain Power and a few
communities, and then have such a negative impact on our environment.

If the project must go through please avoid routing this monstrosity anywhere near our
community.

Sincerely,

Joyce Key

501 Hilltop Dr

Rangely, CO

Map 63 #04739
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ENERGY GATEWAY SOUTH TRANSMISSION PROJECT
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT

              Comment Form 

If you wish to submit comments, please feel free to use this form or other correspondence and hand it in at a public scoping 
meeting or mail it to the following address.  

c/o
Attn: Tamara Gertsch 
Bureau of Land Management
BLM Wyoming State Office  
P.O. Box 21150 
Cheyenne, WY 82003 

To submit comments via email: GatewaySouth_WYMail@blm.gov
Please Print Clearly 

 

Comments: (Please use back if additional space is needed)

 Parcel 13471 – Dixon area – I own 108 acres near Dixon. I request that you avoid my property because a 250 foot right 
of way would take up my entire hay field. This land is leased and provides my income.  I suggest the transmission line 
follow existing roads in the area or be placed along the hillside. There isn’t as much farming below Baggs as there is up 
the river, and I suggest locating the route there would have less impact on farming operations and livelihoods.  Please 
send me a hard copy of the scoping report when available because I do not have internet access. 

Name:  Paul MCallister Date: May 10, 2011 

Title:  Organization that You Represent: self Self   
Mailing Address: box 103 City: Dixon State:   Zip:  

Telephone (optional):  

Submittal 81 Submittal 82 
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Submittal 84 
ENERGY GATEWAY SOUTH TRANSMISSION PROJECT

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT

Comment Form 

If you wish to submit comments, please feel free to use this form or other correspondence and hand it in at a public scoping 
meeting or mail it to the following address.  

c/o
Attn: Tamara Gertsch 
Bureau of Land Management
BLM Wyoming State Office  
P.O. Box 21150 
Cheyenne, WY 82003 

To submit comments via email:GatewaySouth_WYMail@blm.gov
Please Print Clearly 

 

Comments: (Please use back if additional space is needed)

Parcels 12928 and 12929 T14S R4E Section 36 
1) Proposed route is centerlined right through my property. Home on centerline is 2 years old – 3,500 square 

feet, valued at $450,000. 
2) Have authorization to subdivide for residential use 
3) Planned 1,500-foot landing strip on east side of property – would be impacted by power line towers 

I strongly (without reservations) oppose that proposed route which could destroy my property USE and VALUE. 

X Please add me to the mailing list for preparation of this environmental impact statement 

Name:Uwe Paul Mudrow Date:June 1, 2011 

Title: Partner Organization that You Represent: Edelweiss Investment LLP Self  
Mailing Address:P.O. Box 403 City: Mt.PleasantState: UT  Zip:84647 

Telephone (optional):435-462-0334 

Please Note: 
Comments are due by June 30, 2011

Before including your address, phone number, email address, or other personal identifying information in your 
comment, you should be aware that your entire comment -- including your personal identifying information -- may 

be made publicly available at any time.  While you can ask us in your comment to withhold your personal identifying 
information from public review, we cannot guarantee that we will be able to do so.

Submittal 85 
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ENERGY GATEWAY SOUTH TRANSMISSION PROJECT
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT

              Comment Form 

If you wish to submit comments, please feel free to use this form or other correspondence and hand it in at a public scoping 
meeting or mail it to the following address.  

c/o
Attn: Tamara Gertsch 
Bureau of Land Management
BLM Wyoming State Office  
P.O. Box 21150 
Cheyenne, WY 82003 

To submit comments via email: GatewaySouth_WYMail@blm.gov
Please Print Clearly 

 

Comments: (Please use back if additional space is needed)

1. The north route (Link W29) will be passing over the Fort Steele Historical Site at Section 23 T21N R85W. 
2. There are nesting eagles in Section 24 T21N R85W. 
3. We have a water well and reservoir in Section 24 T21N R85W. 
4. The historical site of former Tie Town (Carbon) is located at Section 24 T21N R85W. 
5. Our home is located at Section 24 T21N R85W. 
6. I would hate to hear the humming of the transmission line from my home, barn, or recreation sites.
7. We think the aesthetics of the power lines would negatively impact our property. We bought to enjoy the views 

and freedom of a natural environment.
8. We are concerned about the fish in the North Platte River.
9. We are extremely concerned about the health issues these lines impose. 

We prefer that the transmission line follow a route other than Link W29 for the reasons stated above. 

Name:   Gregg and Victoria Olson Date: May 12, 2011 

Title:  Organization that You Represent:self Self   
Mailing Address: City:  State:   Zip:  

Telephone (optional):  
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Richard and To
Evelyn Ott GatewaySouth_WYMail@blm.gov
<nlazya@amigo.net cc
>

bcc
06/30/2011 03:27
PM Subject

Comments on Proposed Routes

Comments from:

Richard and Evelyn Ott
396 State Highway 13
Meeker, CO 81641

Tel: 970 824 6939

Dear Sirs:

We are landowners on one of the proposed routes. The route that would concern us is marked
C102 on your public scoping map, and is the most eastern route between Craig and Meeker. Our
property can be found on Map # 53 Map ID #17187 and # 04467. Areas of special concern to us
are Sections 14, 15, and 22 in T3N, R93W.

Our concerns are as follows:

1. Our property is located in a scenic, but very narrow valley. There is already existing
right of ways for a fiber optic line, a telephone line, and a local powerline. If you add the
area used by Highway 13 to this, there isn't a lot of our ground left unaffected.

2. A transmission line running through our property, or even on a nearby visible ridge,
would devalue our property.

3. A large part of our income is derived from taking hunting clientele. The construction of
this transmission line and the necessary roads would adversely affect the elk and deer
movement in the area and be detrimental to our family income. The subsequent use of the roads
or helicoptors to maintain the line, if done at a critical time, may also be detrimental to
natural game movement.

4. There are 5 sizeable slides on our property. These are all located in draws to the east
of Highway 13, two in Section 14, and three in Section 22. Though the major damage was done
in the spring of 1983, there is still unstability in these slides as evidenced by disruption
of vegetation and ground cracking. There is also one other area on our property that we know
of, where no sliding has taken place, but cracking is present. We would be more than happy
to give any representative of your group a guided tour of these areas.
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In conclusion, we would like to state our opposition to the C102 route of the Energy Gateway
South Transmission Project. We believe that this project is probably very necessary, and
would provide power to millions. It makes sense to us for that reason to locate it primarily
on the public land already owned by the "millions".

We thank you for your time,

Sincerely,

Richard and Evelyn Ott

ENERGY GATEWAY SOUTH TRANSMISSION PROJECT
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT

              Comment Form 

If you wish to submit comments, please feel free to use this form or other correspondence and hand it in at a public scoping 
meeting or mail it to the following address.  

c/o
Attn: Tamara Gertsch 
Bureau of Land Management
BLM Wyoming State Office  
P.O. Box 21150 
Cheyenne, WY 82003 

To submit comments via email: GatewaySouth_WYMail@blm.gov
Please Print Clearly 

 

Comments: (Please use back if additional space is needed)

13117 and 13118 Map 74 
Concerns: 

1) Irrigated hay fields 
2) Animals grazing in pasture 
3) Proximity of my home – effects of EMF on my land and livesstock 
4) Health of family and pets 

X Please add me to the mailing list for preparation of this environmental impact statement 

Name:  Tori and Jeff Pack Date: June 1, 2011 

Title:  Organization that You Represent: Self   
Mailing Address: 20540 North 9460 East City:Mt. Pleasant  State: Ut  Zip: 84647 

Telephone (optional):801-601-5996  

Please Note: 
Comments are due by June 30, 2011

Before including your address, phone number, email address, or other personal identifying information in your 
comment, you should be aware that your entire comment -- including your personal identifying information -- may 

be made publicly available at any time.  While you can ask us in your comment to withhold your personal identifying 
information from public review, we cannot guarantee that we will be able to do so.
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ENERGY GATEWAY SOUTH TRANSMISSION PROJECT
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT

              Comment Form 

If you wish to submit comments, please feel free to use this form or other correspondence and hand it in at a public scoping 
meeting or mail it to the following address.  

c/o
Attn: Tamara Gertsch 
Bureau of Land Management
BLM Wyoming State Office  
P.O. Box 21150 
Cheyenne, WY 82003 

To submit comments via email: GatewaySouth_WYMail@blm.gov
Please Print Clearly 

 

Comments refer to Map #41, ID 17281, 16934 and 16862 

Some of that area is CRP ground, some of it is in hay land and part of it pastured.  If the line is put there it will split the
land in half and ruin the whole of it.  I am one hundred percent against the alternative that goes through this land. 
It would be a lot better to go further west of this area.  One of the people at the land board talked about an alternative 
map (#7).  Have land out west, would not object to that area being impacted, it is sagebrush pasture. 

Please add me to the mailing list for preparation of this environmental impact statement 

Name:  Winfield Pankey  Date:5/17 

Title:  Organization that You Represent:  Self   
Mailing Address: 339 County Road 29 City:  Craig State:   Zip: 81625 

Telephone (optional): 970-824-6428 

Please Note: 
Comments are due by June 30, 2011

Before including your address, phone number, email address, or other personal identifying information in your 
comment, you should be aware that your entire comment -- including your personal identifying information -- may 

be made publicly available at any time While you can ask us in your comment to withhold your personal identifying

Submittal 89 

1

veronica Pell To
<veronicasc7@hotm <gatewaysouth_wymail@blm.gov>,
ail.com> <constructionprojects@pacificorp.co

m>
06/22/2011 03:15 cc
PM

bcc

Subject
Public Comment on the Gateway South
Transmission Line Project

To whom it may concern,

The Gateway South Transmission Line Project is extremely needed for the general economic
health of so many communities. Everything we can do to make us more energy efficient should
be done. Being able to easily utilize clean natural gas and wind energy is important. Many
energy sources will be able to utilize this line. We need to be able to export our energy.

Again, we need to move closer and closer to energy independence. Our vote is yes to a rapid
building of the Gateway South Transmission Line.

Curtis & Veronica Pell
812 Scarlet Drive
Rawlins WY 82301
(307) 320 8795
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ENERGY GATEWAY SOUTH TRANSMISSION PROJECT
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT

              Comment Form 

If you wish to submit comments, please feel free to use this form or other correspondence and hand it in at a public scoping 
meeting or mail it to the following address.  

c/o
Attn: Tamara Gertsch 
Bureau of Land Management
BLM Wyoming State Office  
P.O. Box 21150 
Cheyenne, WY 82003 

To submit comments via email: GatewaySouth_WYMail@blm.gov
Please Print Clearly 

 

Comments: (Please use back if additional space is needed)

I am the landowner of map parcel numbers 10361 (Section 33 T2S R3W), 10835 (Section 3 T3S R3W), 10873 (Section 1), 
and 10766 (Section 12) – Links U420. I support the elimination of this route recommended by Rocky Mountain Power. 
However, if this route were selected, I am concerned about transport of weeds by construction and maintenance 
equipment. I am a rancher, and weed proliferation would impact my operations. There is an existing transmission line 
(owned by Deseret Generation) running through my property. After construction of this line, there was a substantial 
increase of weeds left in the right-of-way. I am still battling the weeds. Deseret Generation has not accepted 
responsibility and treated the weeds. Thus, if this route is selected (through my property) I request specific details 
regarding weed control during and after construction be  outlined for private property owners. An additional request is 
that Rocky Mountain Power work directly with the property owner to ensure that gates and fencing are managed so that 
no livestock or other property are lost or damaged/injured.  

X Please add me to the mailing list for preparation of this environmental impact statement 

Name:  Paul Percival Date: May 24, 2011 

Title:  Organization that You Represent: private citizen Self   
Mailing Address: see sign in sheet City:  State:   Zip:  

Telephone (optional):  

Please Note: 
Comments are due by June 30, 2011

Before including your address, phone number, email address, or other personal identifying information in your 
comment, you should be aware that your entire comment -- including your personal identifying information -- may 

be made publicly available at any time.  While you can ask us in your comment to withhold your personal identifying 
information from public review, we cannot guarantee that we will be able to do so.

Submittal 91 
ENERGY GATEWAY SOUTH TRANSMISSION PROJECT

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT

              Comment Form 

If you wish to submit comments, please feel free to use this form or other correspondence and hand it in at a public scoping 
meeting or mail it to the following address.  

c/o
Attn: Tamara Gertsch 
Bureau of Land Management
BLM Wyoming State Office  
P.O. Box 21150 
Cheyenne, WY 82003 

To submit comments via email: GatewaySouth_WYMail@blm.gov
Please Print Clearly 

 

Comments: (Please use back if additional space is needed)

For 25 years we have not done anything, except “fall down” maintenance.  Must start to build transmission lines, move 
from investment in generation of power only to reliable transmission.  In Colorado alone we need over 1000 miles of 
transmission line on the eastern slope. 

Please add me to the mailing list for preparation of this environmental impact statement 

Name:  Rich Phillips  Date: Thur  5/19/11 

Title:        
Mailing Address:  P.O. Box 292 City: Whitewater State:  CO  Zip: 81527 

Telephone (optional):  970-260-0155 

Please Note: 
Comments are due by June 30, 2011

Before including your address, phone number, email address, or other personal identifying information in your 
comment, you should be aware that your entire comment -- including your personal identifying information -- may 

be made publicly available at any time.  While you can ask us in your comment to withhold your personal identifying 
information from public review, we cannot guarantee that we will be able to do so.

Submittal 92 

D
-110



Submittal 93 

1

"Stan"
<yobossman@ubtane
t.com> To

<TransWest_WUMail@blm.gov>
03/21/2011 12:50 cc
PM <GatewaySouth_WYMail@blm.gov>,

<yobossman@ubtanet.com>,
<Rawlins_WYMail@blm.gov

>
Subject

Transwest Transmission lines

I understand we, as a nation, need the power lines, but to steal the land and real estate
from those who can least afford the cost, is wrong!
I went to the local meeting and the Transwest Rep told me this was a done deal, so my
comments will mean nothing. The EPA report fails to state how the farmers will suffer at the
theft of their property. It fails to state at what distance from the power line that real
estate values will be affected.
Again, I understand we, as a nation, need the power from the lines, but why not share the
power with the States it crosses? Why not preserve the real estate value by putting the
lines underground? The argument here is the cost. Transwest wants it to be cheaper and that
is at the expense of everyone who has real estate in the area the lines will cross. The fact
is the lines, in most cases, could be underground, and in the long run would cost less.
Construction cost would be higher to start, but look at the safety issues here. Keep the
lines out of the weather. And, what about terrorists or war? Above ground the lines are
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vulnerable to all kinds of attacks. We just saw in Japan what happens when electrical power
is lost.
We need the power, but we also need the farmer and the farmer needs his land. Transmission
lines have been an issues in school zones. The farmer, his family and livestock are okay to
put under the power lines? I don’t think so.

Stan Larson
HC 64 Box 155 10
Bridgeland, UT 84021
435.646.3554
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Chris.Schmidt@Uni To
cous.com GateWaySouth_WYMail.gov%RBC@regalbe

loit.com,
04/14/2011 08:35 GateWaySouth_WYMail@blm.gov
AM cc

bcc

Subject
Energy Gateway South Project
Argyle Canyon

To whom is may Concern,

I have seasonal property located down Argyle Canyon in a side canyon called Deer Canyon and I
have a Cabin on this property. My only means of power is via a generator.

I am curious that with the new project, if there is any way that we could be provided power
for the cabins in Argyle Canyon? The existing transmission line passes through and over
Argyle Canyon.

I look for ward to your response.

Christopher Schmidt

Sales Manager
Oil & Gas Division
Unico, Inc.
3698 Little CottonwoodLane
Sandy, Utah84092

Dir: 801 942 2500
Cell: 801 554 1054
Fax: 801 504 7396
After Hours Service: 262 886 5678

Email: schmidtc@unicous.com
Web site: www.unicous.com

100

1

I greatly appreciate the response.  I was told when I bought the property that power would NEVER be ran into this area for 
distribution, but I am an optimist (today) and am getting tired of buying generators. 

Thanks again,

Christopher Schmidt  

Sales Manager
Oil & Gas Division
Unico, Inc.
3698 Little CottonwoodLane
Sandy, Utah84092

Dir:   801-942-2500
Cell:  801-554-1054  
Fax:  801-504-7396
After Hours Service: 262-886-5678

Email:       schmidtc@unicous.com
Web site: www.unicous.com

From:        "Rhianna Riggs" <RRiggs@epgaz.com>
To:        <schmidtc@unicous.com>
Cc:        <tgertsch@blm.gov>, "Cindy Smith" <CLSmith@epgaz.com>, "Chris Smith" <CSmith@epgaz.com>
Date:        04/15/2011 11:30 AM
Subject:        Energy Gateway South Project - Argyle Canyon information request

Good afternoon Mr. Schmidt,  

Thank you for your inquiry regarding the Energy Gateway South Project.  I wanted to let you know that we are 
forwarding your request for additional  information to Rocky Mountain Power.  They are best equipped to 
explain why these connections to a EHV line are not available and they will also explain if there are other 
options in that area.

Thank you,
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ENERGY GATEWAY SOUTH TRANSMISSION PROJECT
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT

              Comment Form 

If you wish to submit comments, please feel free to use this form or other correspondence and hand it in at a public scoping 
meeting or mail it to the following address.  

c/o
Attn: Tamara Gertsch 
Bureau of Land Management
BLM Wyoming State Office  
P.O. Box 21150 
Cheyenne, WY 82003 

To submit comments via email: GatewaySouth_WYMail@blm.gov
Please Print Clearly 

 

Comments: (Please use back if additional space is needed)

-I request that the BLM consider the route in Carbon County currently proposed by BLM for elimination from detailed 
consideration in the area from Elk Mountain to the Baggs area (Links W19 and W20) because new corridors will be 
needed at some point and not every project can use the existing corridors. I understand that new transmission lines are 
needed but believe we need new corridors to support energy development in Wyoming. 
-I don’t support routing the transmission line in the Ft. Steele area (Link W29) because it is already a very congested 
area (existing and proposed power lines, especially considering the separation required between the lines).  
-There are nesting bald eagles on islands in the North Platte River (Link W29) that should be avoided. 
-I am very concerned about effects of EMF on health and environment. I don’t believe that the research is not 
conclusive. We already live near an existing power line. 

X Please add me to the mailing list for preparation of this environmental impact statement 

Name:  Donna and George Schneider Date: May 12, 2011 

Title:  Organization that You Represent: self Self   
Mailing Address: Ft. Steele Route City: Rawlins State: WY  Zip: 82301 

Telephone (optional):  

Please Note: 
Comments are due by June 30, 2011

Before including your address, phone number, email address, or other personal identifying information in your 
comment, you should be aware that your entire comment -- including your personal identifying information -- may 

be made publicly available at any time.  While you can ask us in your comment to withhold your personal identifying 
information from public review, we cannot guarantee that we will be able to do so.

Submittal 101 
ENERGY GATEWAY SOUTH TRANSMISSION PROJECT

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT

              Comment Form 

If you wish to submit comments, please feel free to use this form or other correspondence and hand it in at a public scoping 
meeting or mail it to the following address.  

c/o
Attn: Tamara Gertsch 
Bureau of Land Management
BLM Wyoming State Office  
P.O. Box 21150 
Cheyenne, WY 82003 

To submit comments via email: GatewaySouth_WYMail@blm.gov
Please Print Clearly 

 

Comments: (Please use back if additional space is needed)

Map 74 Parcels 13084, 13163, 13165 are owned by us.  Map # 13084 has a new home and barn, is irrigated farmland, 
appraised value $500 000, horses and cows, and we want to preserve these things.  Also for the general health and 
welfare of those of us who live there year round.  There is also an eagle refuge from October to March approximate 20 
birds and endangered spotted frogs live here.   

13163 and 13165 is a minor subdivision with two building lots, please consider moving the proposed project south.  The 
current line is already on my property. 

Please add me to the mailing list for preparation of this environmental impact statement 

Name:  Cory & Vickie Shaw Date: June 1, 2011 

Title:  Organization that You Represent:Landowner Self   
Mailing Address:20835 N. 8980 East City:  Mt. Pleasant State: UT  Zip: 84647 

Telephone (optional):  801-450-6424 

Please Note: 
Comments are due by June 30, 2011

Before including your address, phone number, email address, or other personal identifying information in your 
comment, you should be aware that your entire comment -- including your personal identifying information -- may 

be made publicly available at any time.  While you can ask us in your comment to withhold your personal identifying 
information from public review, we cannot guarantee that we will be able to do so.
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"Michael A. To
Smith" "GatewaySouth_WYMail@blm.gov"
<Pearl@uwyo.edu> <GatewaySouth_WYMail@blm.gov>

cc
04/15/2011 04:54
PM bcc

Subject
Gateway South Transmission Line
Project in Wyoming, Colorado and
Utah

I am generally in favor of this project for it’s many development prospects for renewable
energy in Wyoming. My recommendation on siting is that it should follow the shortest route
that can be achieved while following the existing linear features that are already developed,
ie. Roads, pipelines, transmission lines. It should minimize traversing of particularly sage
grouse habitats because of the impacts of overhead structures on sage grouse occupancy.

Michael A. Smith

Renewable Resources Dept.

Dept. 3354

1000 East Univ. St.

Laramie, WY 82071

307 766 2337 office

307 766 6403 fax

pearl@uwyo.edu

http://uwadmnweb.uwyo.edu/UWRENEWABLE/

UPS Shipping Address

16th and Gibbon Streets

Laramie, WY 82071 3684
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j y

Steve Stanton To
<skista@ymail.com GatewaySouth_WYMail@blm.gov
> cc

04/05/2011 03:37 bcc
PM

Subject
Gateway South project

My Name is Stephen Stanton and I am a property owner at Crescent Junction, Utah which is on
I 70 where highway 191 to Moab utah intersects. this is a proposed alternate route right
through the most valuable piece of land my brothers and cousins own. My Grandmother and her
sister homesteaded this piece of land and the sections next to it that the wimmers and langes
own who are also cousins, first the reailroad took land then the state of the original
highway 6 then for I 70, then the blm allowed 10 million tons of uranium tailings to be
literally buried on land that is adjacent to ours, ruining our value on our land and now you
propose a 250 foot right away on the remaining portion that will cut right through the most
valuble piece left. To say the least myself and my 2 brothers and 3 cousins that own section
33 and other cousins that own section 34 and 35 are outraged that you once again are
considering this land grab by Rocky Mountain Power ! We feel we have given enought to the BLM
and The State, please select another route, like the Duchesne corridor to the north.

Thank you !
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Submittal 109 
ENERGY GATEWAY SOUTH TRANSMISSION PROJECT

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT

Comment Form 

If you wish to submit comments, please feel free to use this form or other correspondence and hand it in at a public scoping 
meeting or mail it to the following address.  

c/o
Attn: Tamara Gertsch 
Bureau of Land Management
BLM Wyoming State Office  
P.O. Box 21150 
Cheyenne, WY 82003 

To submit comments via email:GatewaySouth_WYMail@blm.gov
Please Print Clearly 

 

Comments: (Please use back if additional space is needed)

I’m a landowner in Argyle Canyon (Argyle Creek frontage) in Duchesne County. I have four lots (Lots 42, 43, 44, and 45 
– Duchesne County records). My parcel numbers per Rocky Mountain Power are map parcel nos. 9460 and 9459 (per 
RMP map 69). This is a vacation property. 
The proposed transmission line (Link U400/U401) would run my Lot 42. An existing transmission line already runs 
through this Lot 42 (owned by Moonlake Electric). In general, I support the proposed transmission line. However, I 
would prefer that another route be selected. However, if this route is ultimately selected, I strongly request that Rocky 
Mountain Power span the distance of my lots to avoid tower placementon my property or at least locate the tower 
structures as close to the property boundary as possible (which is a 1400-foot span), to reduce devaluation of my 
property. This also would make any impact on property values more equal among property owners, instead impacting 
only one property owner (i.e., myself bearing all the impacts on property value). Also, I request if this route is selected 
that the structures through and within the viewshed of Argyle Estates be made of self-weathering steel to reduce visual 
impacts. I’ve owned the property for 15 years and have finalized plans, and have a permit, to build a vacation cabin on 
the property that would be facing in the direction of the proposed power line. The proposed powerline would be located 
about 300 feet to the east of this cabin and would obstruct my views from this property.  Please consider these 
recommendations if this route is selected; they would be very important to the mountain property. 

Please add me to the mailing list for preparation of this environmental impact statement 

Name:Brett Stewart Date:May 24, 2011 

Title:  Organization that You Represent: Self  
Mailing Address: City: State:   Zip: 

Telephone (optional): 

Please Note: 
Comments are due by June 30, 2011

Before including your address, phone number, email address, or other personal identifying information in your 
comment, you should be aware that your entire comment -- including your personal identifying information -- may 

be made publicly available at any time.  While you can ask us in your comment to withhold your personal identifying 
information from public review, we cannot guarantee that we will be able to do so.
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Subject: Forwarded from Gateway South Mailbox

Sandra Swasey To
<ssswasey@gmail.c GatewaySouth_WYMail@blm.gov
om> cc

05/15/2011 09:23 bcc
PM

Subject
Transmission Project

|
|

| History:
|
| This message has been replied to.
|
|
| |
|

|

We were unable to attend the May meeting in Fairview but plan to be at the June 1 meeting
in Mt. Pleasant. I would like to comment on one of the routes being considered for this
project. I have been trying to interpret the map as to the location of one of the alternative
routes. It is unclear on the map but I have been told that one of proposed routes being
considered goes right through Milburn, north of Fairview in the north end of Sanpete County.
Would you please advise us if this is correct. This area is considered one of "the most
beautiful" places to live in Sanpete county. It is a peaceful little valley whose property
values would certainly be impacted if these giant power lines were installed. The proposed
lines would also be very close to our home and for health reasons we strongly oppose it. I
would have no difficulty getting a petition of every resident in Milburn in opposition to
these power lines. Would the petition be appropriate for the June 1 meeting? With all the
open area available, such as Spanish Fork Canyon (which already has power lines), why are you
considering this inhabited valley. Please drop the Milburn area from any proposed route
Thank you, Vernon and Sandra Swasey
28848 North 11170 East Milburn Road
Fairview UT 84629

1

1

Subject: Forwarded from Gateway South Mailbox

Sandra Swasey To
<ssswasey@gmail.c GatewaySouth_WYMail@blm.gov
om> cc

05/27/2011 06:53 bcc
PM

Subject
Re: Transmission Project

Thank you for your response I certainly plan to be at the meeting in Mt.
Pleasant next Wednesday in the meantime, I plan to do some research on the health factors
related to these high voltage lines because the route through Milburn is very close to my
house ss

On Fri, May 27, 2011 at 6:07 PM, <GatewaySouth_WYMail@blm.gov>wrote:
Dear Sandra:

Thank you for your comment. It would seem most appropriate to come to the meeting in Mt.
Pleasant and see the routes definitely shown in relation to the property you describe. We
will certainly enter this comment into the public record, but believe you might be better
able to make a decision about a petition after you saw exactly where all of the alternatives
being considered are located. It will be much easier to see on the large maps we will have
available at the meeting and a google earth flyover of all the routes. We will certainly
accept any additional comments you wish to submit.

I look forward to seeing you there.

Regards,

Tamara Gertsch
National Project Manager
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ENERGY GATEWAY SOUTH TRANSMISSION PROJECT
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT

              Comment Form 

If you wish to submit comments, please feel free to use this form or other correspondence and hand it in at a public scoping 
meeting or mail it to the following address.  

c/o
Attn: Tamara Gertsch 
Bureau of Land Management
BLM Wyoming State Office  
P.O. Box 21150 
Cheyenne, WY 82003 

To submit comments via email: GatewaySouth_WYMail@blm.gov
Please Print Clearly 

 

Comments: (Please use back if additional space is needed)

Regarding 04397, Map # 50 I prefer not to have C181 that goes up behind my house.  Prefer that you take the direction 
C175 and C177, go north when you hit the mine road.  This will allow access from County Road 65 from the south, to 
stay in Rio Blanco County. 

Please add me to the mailing list for preparation of this environmental impact statement 

Name:  Raymond Torcell  Date: Weds 5/18/11 

Title:  Organization that You Represent:  Self   
Mailing Address:  29909 East Hwy 64 City: Rangely State:   Zip: 81648 

Telephone (optional):  970-675-2098 

Please Note: 
Comments are due by June 30, 2011

Before including your address, phone number, email address, or other personal identifying information in your 
comment, you should be aware that your entire comment -- including your personal identifying information -- may 

be made publicly available at any time.  While you can ask us in your comment to withhold your personal identifying 
information from public review, we cannot guarantee that we will be able to do so.
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"rv.eng53@yahoo.c To
om" GatewaySouth_WYMail@blm.gov
<rv.eng53@yahoo.c cc
om>

bcc
04/19/2011 11:04
AM Subject

transmission project

Please let the power companies build what ever is required. There has been no environmental
damage from previous or existing transmission lines. They just sit there. These newly
proposed ones will do the same thing and not damage anything.
Thank you
Ray Vandeweerd
P.O. Box 1300
Parowan Utah 84761

3
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ENERGY GATEWAY SOUTH TRANSMISSION PROJECT
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT

              Comment Form 

If you wish to submit comments, please feel free to use this form or other correspondence and hand it in at a public scoping 
meeting or mail it to the following address.  

c/o
Attn: Tamara Gertsch 
Bureau of Land Management
BLM Wyoming State Office  
P.O. Box 21150 
Cheyenne, WY 82003 

To submit comments via email: GatewaySouth_WYMail@blm.gov
Please Print Clearly 

 

Comments: (Please use back if additional space is needed)

He is interested in the area around C31 to C61 going East, all 3 cross their property.  The deer and elk migrate between 
Maybell (8-9 miles north for 6 miles) East and West of County Road 19 5 Sage Grouse use this area.  Mr. V 
The one to the west is less intrusive, they are all unsightly, he wants to see the least intrusive to his property of the 3 
alignments.  Part of his livelihood  (sheep) will be impacted, he has a permit on BLM land.  

(transcribed from Mr. Visintainer by Lani Eggertsen-Goff) 

Name:  Dean Visintainer Date:5/17 

Title:  Organization that You Represent:  Self   
Mailing Address:  City:  State:  WY Zip:  

Telephone (optional):  

Submittal 114 Submittal 115 
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ENERGY GATEWAY SOUTH TRANSMISSION PROJECT
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT

              Comment Form 

If you wish to submit comments, please feel free to use this form or other correspondence and hand it in at a public scoping 
meeting or mail it to the following address.  

c/o
Attn: Tamara Gertsch 
Bureau of Land Management
BLM Wyoming State Office  
P.O. Box 21150 
Cheyenne, WY 82003 

To submit comments via email: GatewaySouth_WYMail@blm.gov
Please Print Clearly 

 

Comments: (Please use back if additional space is needed)

I am representing myself and land owned on the North Nephi Exit. Link U-640 and U-650 (see property number 11403 on 
Map 66) on the proposed route would impact my property. My main concern is the detriment to the commercial 
development value of the property. I would propose moving the footprint of the tower further away from the freeway exit 
due to the commercial development value of the property. Normally property in proximity to a freeway exit sells for a 
dollar amount per square foot rather than a dollar amount per acre. Therefore the cost of this property could be 
substantial.  Also another concern is the visual quality of the property. Where the tower is proposed to be located is on 
the higher point of the property, therefore it would be more visible and an eyesore which would be a detriment to the 
entire community. Compensation would be required for the commercial value of the property.  
The way the property is laid out, I am concerned about the right-of-way access because the only roads in that area are 
state roads.  

Please add me to the mailing list for preparation of this environmental impact statement 

Name:  Rolf Walpole Date: May 26, 2011 

Title:  Organization that You Represent: Self x   
Mailing Address:1185 West 2200 South City: Mapleton State: ut  Zip: 84664 

Telephone (optional): 801-360-8436 

Please Note: 
Comments are due by June 30, 2011

Before including your address, phone number, email address, or other personal identifying information in your 
comment, you should be aware that your entire comment -- including your personal identifying information -- may 

be made publicly available at any time.  While you can ask us in your comment to withhold your personal identifying 
information from public review, we cannot guarantee that we will be able to do so.

Submittal 116 
ENERGY GATEWAY SOUTH TRANSMISSION PROJECT

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT

              Comment Form 

If you wish to submit comments, please feel free to use this form or other correspondence and hand it in at a public scoping 
meeting or mail it to the following address.  

c/o
Attn: Tamara Gertsch 
Bureau of Land Management
BLM Wyoming State Office  
P.O. Box 21150 
Cheyenne, WY 82003 

To submit comments via email: GatewaySouth_WYMail@blm.gov
Please Print Clearly 

 

Comments: (Please use back if additional space is needed)

Please keep all proposed powerlines in one corridor. I have been following the different proposals and see that there 
are various corridors. I prefer the use of the pipeline corridor west of Highway 789. This is the pipeline that goes from 
Rifle to the Interstate. Please keep the powerlines out of viewsheds and away from communities. I would prefer to keep 
the transmission lines away from my land and away from homes. Thank you. 

Name:  Sherry Weber Date: May 10, 2011 

Title:  Organization that You Represent: self Self   
Mailing Address: box 321 City: Baggs State:  WY Zip: 82321 

Telephone (optional): 307-383-7857 
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XXX (YES)Please add me to the mailing list for preparation of this environmental impact statement 

Please Note: 
Comments are due by June 30, 2011

Before including your address, phone number, email address, or other personal identifying information in your 
comment, you should be aware that your entire comment -- including your personal identifying information -- may 

be made publicly available at any time.  While you can ask us in your comment to withhold your personal identifying 
information from public review, we cannot guarantee that we will be able to do so.

1

leearlenew@aol.co To
m GatewaySouth_WYMail@blm.gov,

ConstructionProjects@pacificorp.com
05/14/2011 07:52 , Carol.Mellinger@FMR.com
AM cc

bcc

Subject
Actual Wind Energy 2010 South
Mesa Duchesne UT

Those Concerned:

This analysis was completed because of the telephone calls and E mails, earlier this Spring
with :

Rocky Mountain Power
Pacific Corp, Gateway South Project
BLM Wyoming State Office, Cheyenne, WY
FIML Natural Resources, LLC

It concerns the State of Wind Energy, on the South Mesa, Cottonwood Ridge, Duchesne, Utah and
the proposed Gateway South Power Transmission Project.
The two are actually strongly interconnected. My goal here is to make available real data
which should have impact of the final decisions. It concerns the Transmissin System from
Vernal, past Duchesne, to Price, UT

This is actually a very complicated and highly technical subject and my attempt here to make
this seem simple and easy to understand. Bear with me, this E mail will strive to keep to
that undertaking.

Background:
I have actual data of the Wind and its characteristics for this area:
I have detailed analysis reducing this data into statistical values, power

and cost numbers
This data is based on thousands of observations, since 2008
The actual analysis amounts to
: 12 Raw Data Pages for Year 2010
: 24 Pages of actual calculations
: 3 Pages of Summary Analysis of Year 2010l
: Severa, l class I cost estimates:

I can back up everything I write here with hard data and detailed analysis

= = = = = = = = =

ACTUAL WIND VALUES. for 2010

8
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MonthDaysHoursMean WindHours at Wind Speed Power Produced* January 31 744hr
5.41 mph 4,025.04 mph h

15,891.65 kW h
February 28 672 6.19 4,159.68
17.687.9
March 31 744 10.96 8,154.24
30,284.05
April 30 720 12.57 9,050.4
76,021.35
May 31 744 11.96 8,898.24

76,856.25
June 30 720 9.93 7,149.6

31,189.8
July 31 744 9.62 7,157.28

32,237.7
August 31 744 10.08 7,499.52
35,651.65
Sept. 30 720 9.50 6,840 .0 32,294.0

October 31 744 8.69 6,465.36 23,751.75.
Nov. 30 720 9.39 6,760.8
31,35.95
December 31 744 7.63 5,676.72
18,486.85

Totals: 365 8,760 hr 81,836.88 mph h 421,711.9 kW h

* The estimated power was calculated using the actual power curve for a
18 NesWind 46 500kW Wind Turbine

MONTHLY MEANS AND EPW for 2010, South Mesa, UT

Month Monthly Mean Equiv. Power Wind ** January 5.41 mph
9.62 mph Ferbuary 6.19 9.94 March 10.96

11.38 April 12.57 14.01 May 11.96
14.91 June 9.93 10.92 July 9.62

10.92 August 10.08 11.18 September 9.50
11.00 October 8.69 10.26 November 9.39

10.93 December 7.63 9.84

"" The Equivalent Power Wind was calculated using the actual wind spectrum for that month and
using the actual power curve for the NesWind 500, the power generated was found and
summarized for that month. Once the estimate total power was found, the hours per month was
use to find the EPW.

Using the Wind Mean and the EPW and the monthly hours, the Yearly Mean and EPW was
calculated:

The 2010 WInd Averages

The Annual Mean Wind Wm = 9.34 mph For Cottonwood Ridge, Duchesne, UT

Equivalent Power Wind EPW = 11.19 mph "

Based on The Actual Power curve, such winds produce

3

Pmean = 148,394,4 kW h

Pepw = 421,711.9 kW h

Thus, using the mean was in error by 65% for this time and place.

= = = = = = = = =

The actual wind around Duchesne has been tracked since 2008 using on line weather resources.
These include:

AccuWeather.com
The Weather Channel, weather.com
Interactive Weather, weatherforyou.com

These sampling average 3 to 5 sampling each day. Once the wind speeds were found for each
day, the average wind for the month and a wind spectrum (from calm to 46 mph) was built,
based on the mean, hours of calm and gusts winds, was calculated. Everything had to check
and balance. (This is usually done with computer, I chose to simplify and do one hand
calculation). My accuracy is judged to be within 5% and could be used for a programmer to
model a computer program to produce technically proper results.

= = = = = = = = = = = =

The economics of a wind farm is based on the PPA (Puchases Power Agreement) and actyal
tecgnical limitations of the grad and local transmission line.

The existing powerline is a 20,000 volt AC, 110kW, 3 phase line and the Proposed Gatway South
Transmission line that would pass by this area would be a 30,000 volt AC, 600 kW, 3 phase
transmission line. The kind of wind farm to service these two grid networks would be
totally different.

For the Gateway South Transmission Line, I would look at using seven SAIP AH 100 kW, or the
Blue Sky 100kW, or the Northwind 100 for a windfarm. The kind and number and the actual power
generation system would be based on the actual PPA agreed to.

Also, a cost analysis would be based the specs of the PPA.

I of course have done several scenarios, but that is beyond the scope of this E mail. Trust
me, the economics are there. It all depends on how serious we are in using wind energy to
supplement oil, gas and coal.

Lee R. Williams
Prof. Engr., Ret.
Hesperia, CA
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Molly Willis To
<cutieme62@hotmai <constructionprojects@pacificorp.co
l.com> m>, <gatewaysouth_wymail@blm.gov>

cc
05/01/2011 06:00
PM bcc

Subject
public input

Sateway South
Segment F Aeolus to Mona
#67 Line U625

My name is Tom Willis, I own a cabin in the "Mt. Baldy Estates" along Water Hollow Rd. in
Sandpete Co. Utah.
There are many other land owners in this same area that would be greatly impacted.
I and my family have no problem with people having electrical power but having it in the
immediate area is of great concern. Not to mention the loss of property value.
There are two, (2) other choices near by that would not impact recreational landowners in the
area.

1. There is an existing power corridor running in the area of "Hop Creek." Controlled
by sheep and cattle grazing leases.

This would parallel (U625).

2. The valley to the East of "Water Hollow" is "Service Berry Hollow"
There are no recreational landowners in this area, only sheep and cattle grazing leases.

(U625) would intersect with (U620) or (U638) depending on which valley.

Thank You, Tom Willis
801 754 3010

Also sent to: GatewaySouth_BLM WYMail@blm.gov
ConstructionProjects@pacificorp.com

ENERGY GATEWAY SOUTH TRANSMISSION PROJECT
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT

              Comment Form 

If you wish to submit comments, please feel free to use this form or other correspondence and hand it in at a public scoping 
meeting or mail it to the following address.  

c/o
Attn: Tamara Gertsch 
Bureau of Land Management
BLM Wyoming State Office  
P.O. Box 21150 
Cheyenne, WY 82003 

To submit comments via email: GatewaySouth_WYMail@blm.gov
Please Print Clearly 

 

Comments: (Please use back if additional space is needed)

In the Fairview area (near Fairview canyon), on Mr. Wing’s property there are springs and agricultural lands that will be 
impacted by the alternative routes being proposed to be studied. Visual resources are a concern.  

Please add me to the mailing list for preparation of this environmental impact statement 

Name:  Hall Wing Date: May 26, 2011 

Title:  Organization that You Represent: Private land Self x 
Mailing Address:PO Box 3100 City: Springville State: UT  Zip: 84663 

Telephone (optional): 801-489-3684 

Please Note: 
Comments are due by June 30, 2011

Before including your address, phone number, email address, or other personal identifying information in your 
comment, you should be aware that your entire comment -- including your personal identifying information -- may 

be made publicly available at any time.  While you can ask us in your comment to withhold your personal identifying 
information from public review, we cannot guarantee that we will be able to do so.
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Elizabeth
Moody/WYSO/WY/BLM
/DOI To

Tamara Gertsch/WYSO/WY/BLM/DOI@BLM
08/18/2011 11:44 cc
AM

Subject
Scanned document

(See attached file: GWS Scoping Comments Capt. Obando.pdf)

Elizabeth Moody
Legal Assistant
Branch of Solid Minerals
Bureau of Land Management
Wyoming State Office
307 775 6200
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